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highlights 


TELEVISION  POLE  ATTACHMENTS 

FCC  orders  staff  study  of  certain  jurisdictional  and 
economic  issues..... . 29490 

RADIO  SERVICES 

FCC  adopts  rules  regarding  broadcast  identification 
announcements;  effective  7-22-76 . 29394 

FREQUENCIES 

FCC  rules  to  permit  certain  VHF  channels  to  be  used  for 
intership  communications  as  well  as  ship  to  coast;  effec¬ 
tive  8-12-76 . 29395 

ARTS 

NFAH  implement  indemnities  under  the  Arts  and  Arti¬ 
facts  Indemnity  Act;  effective  7-16-76 . 29384 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 

State  Department  proposal  on  participation  in  cultural 
exchange  programs  of  foreign  governments;  comments 
by  8-16-76 . ....._ . .  29410 

FOOD  DISTRIBUTION 

USDA/FNS  revokes  regulations  governing  terminated 
program  of  financial  assistance;  effective  7-7-76 . -  29408 

SHRIMP-FISHING  INDUSTRY 

Commerce/EDA  summarizes  study  of  producing  firms  ...  29460 

SOIL  SAMPLES 

USDA/ APHIS  revises  list  of  laboratories  approved  to 
receive  shipments . . . . . . . .  29450 

FERTILIZER  MANUFACTURING 

EPA  proposal  establishing  effluent  limitations  for  urea 
and  ammonium  nitrate;  comments  by  8-16-76  . .  29429 

CONTINENTAL  SHELF 

Interior/BLM  publishes  call  for  nominations  and  com¬ 
ments  by  9-7-76  on  area  for  oil  and  gas  leasing . .  29440 

QUARANTINE 

USDA/APHIS  amends  rules  restricting  interstate  move¬ 
ment  of  cattle  because  of  scabies;  effective  8-16-76 _  29379 

HEALTH  MANPOWER 

HEW/PHS  adopts  grant  regulations  for  education 
Initiative  projects;  effective  7-16-76. _  29380 

CONTINUED  INSIDE 


reminders 

(The  items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 
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Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOT/CG — Termination  of  security  zones; 
Aardvark  Salvage  Co.,  Chester,  Pa. 

22346;  6-3-76 
FCC — Radio  broadcast  services;  table  of 

assignments;  Calif 23675;  6-11-76 

Table  of  assignments;  FM  broadcast 

stations;  Nebr .  23955;  6-14-76 

Interior/FWS — Federal/State  cooperation 
in  the  conservation  of  endangered  and 
threatened  species  ...  24354;  6-16-76 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  July  17, 1976 


DOT/FAA — Airworthiness  directives;  Bell. 

23374;  6-10-76 
Standard  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures;  Laredo,  TX  .  23376;  6-10-76 


List  of  Public  Laws 


This  is  a  continuing  numerical  listing  of 
public  bills  which  have  become  law,  together 
with  the  law  number,  the  title,  the  date  of 
approval,  and  the  U.S.  Statutes  citation.  The 
list  is  kept  current  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  copies  of  the  laws  may  be  obtained  from 
the  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office. 

S.  811 . .  Pub.  Law  94-360 

Horse  Protection  Act  Amendments  of 
1976 

(Jul.  13,  1976;  90  Stat.  915) 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

Twelve  agencies  have  agreed  to  a  six-month  trial  period  based  on  the  assignment  of  two  days  a  week  begin¬ 
ning  February  9  and  ending  August  6  (See  41  FR  5453).  The  participating  agencies  and  the  days  assigned  are  as 
follows; 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT /COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OH  MO 

CSC 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/PSOO 

LABOR 

DOT/PSOO 

LABOR 

V  ■ 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  trial  program  are  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 

p..  »  ■  . . .  ■  *  '  —■  1  ■"■■■■  ■  ■  '  1  .  ■■!■!■■■■  H  ■ 

ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5286.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 
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Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  National  Archives  and  Records  Service.  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  US.C., 
Ch.  16)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I).  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  UR.  Government  Printing  Office.  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 

The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  issuing  agency. 


The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
in  advance.  The  charge  for  individual  copies  la  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 


There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcation  of  material  appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


NEW  MOTOR  VEHICLES 

EPA  issues  regulations  concerning  certification  and  test 
procedures;  effective  7-16-76 . — .  29389 

ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 

HEW/FDA  proposes  updating  and  technical  amendments 
for  bacitracin  and  zinc  bacitracin  for  human  use;  com¬ 
ments  by  9-14—76... . .  29413 

CONFLICT  OF  INTEREST 

Justice/LEAA  continues  solicitation  for  comments  until 

8- 9-76  concerning  organizational  provision .  29436 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

USDA/FCIC  proposes  combining  two  systems  of  records; 
comments  by  8-16-76 . —  29456 

SECURITIES  EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 
SEC  extends  comment  period  to  9-13-76  on  proposal 
regarding  enforcement  obligations  of  exchanges  and 
associations  . _ . - .  29434 

CONSOLIDATED  SYSTEM  REPORTS 

FCC  adopts  rules  requiring  monthly  submission  by  cer¬ 
tain  companies  subject  to  their  control;  effective 

9- 1-76 . _ .  29393 

MIGRANT  AND  SEASONAL  FARMWORKERS 
PROGRAMS 

Labor/ETA  decides  to  fund  HEP  and  CAMP  Projects  from 
9-1-76  to  8-31-77 .  29500 

MEETINGS— 

Commerce/DIBA:  Subcommittee  on  Export  Adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  President’s  Export  Council,  8-4-76....  29458 

CSC:  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council,  8-3-76  . .  29472 

.  DOD:  Defense  Science  Board  TasK  Force  on  Theater 
Nuclear  Forces  R&D  Requirements,  8-24  and 

8-25-76  . . . . _ . .  29436 

DOT/FRA:  Railroad  Operating  Rules  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  8-17  and  8-18-76 . . . .  29468 


HEW/FDA:  Advisory  Committees  for  8-76  ... .  29462 

OE:  National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Education, 

8-6,  8-7  and  8-8-76 .  29462 

Labor  Federal  Advisory  Council  on  Occupational 

Safety  and  Health,  7-21-76 . .  29525 

National  Advisory  Council  on  Occupational  Safety 

and  Health,  7-22-76 . .v .  29525 

EBSO:  Advisory  Council  on  Employee  Welfare  and 

Pension  Benefit  Plans,  8-3-76 .  29502 

FCCPO:  Federal  Advisory  Committee  for  Higher  Edu¬ 
cation  Equal  Opportunity  Employment  Opportu¬ 
nity  Programs,  8-2-76 . 29526 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS— 

Justice/LEAA:  Advisory  Committee  of  the  National 
Institute  of  Law  Enforcement  and  Criminal  Justice, 

7- 22-76  . . . : .  29436 

RESCHEDULED  MEETINGS— 

Commerce/NBS:  Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards  Coordinating  and  Advisory  Committee, 

8- 5-76 . 29461 


PART  II: 

NONDISCRIMINATION  ON  BASIS  OF  HANDICAP 

HEW  proposed  regulations  on  programs  or  activities 
receiving  or  benefiting  from  Federal  financial  assistance; 
comments  by  9-14-76 .  29547 

PART  III: 

RATES  AND  FEES 

PS  publishes  notice  of  certain  changes;  effective 
7-18-76  . . 29569 

PART  IV: 

MINIMUM  WAGES 

Labor/ESA  general  wage  determinations  for  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  construction . . 29593 


contents 


AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Lemons  grown  in  Calif,  and  Ariz__  29408 
Limes  grown  in  Florida _ 29409 

Proposed  Rules 

Filberts  grown  in  Oregon  and 

Washington  _  29411 

Milk  marketing  orders: 

Ohio  Valley _  29412 

Potatoes  (Irish)  grown  in  Calif. 

and  Ore _  29411 

Notices 

Grain  standards;  Inspection 
points: 

Mississippi _  29450 

North  Dakota _  29460 

AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION  AND 
CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 
Appeal  regulations: 

Reconsideration  requests  and 
special  handling  appeals;  pro¬ 
cedures  _ 29413 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service; 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  In¬ 
spection  Service;  Food  and 
Nutrition  Service;  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice;  Rural  Electrification  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

Notices 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  system  of 
records _  29456 

AIR  FORCE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Environmental  statements: 

Relocation  of  Communications 
Service;  hearing _  29435 

ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 
INSPECTION  SERVICE 

Rules 

Livestock  and  poultry  quarantine: 
Scabies  in  cattle _  29373 


Notices 

Soil  samples;  list  of  approved 
laboratories  for  receipt _  29450 

ARTS  AND  HUMANITIES,  NATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 

Rules 

Arts  and  Artifacts  Indemnity  Act: 
Requirements _  29384 

BLIND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY  HANDI¬ 
CAPPED,  COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE 
FROM 

Notices 

Procurement  list,  1976;  additions 

and  deletions  (6  documents) _  29472, 

29473 

CENSUS  BUREAU 
Rules 

Foreign  trade  statistics: 

American  Samoa;  no  shipper’s 
export  declarations _  29374 
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CONTENTS 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Proposed  Rules 

Charters: 

Study  group  by  direct  air 
carriers  _  29426 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

Hughes  Airwest -  29468 

Pan  American  World  Airways 
and  Trans  World  Airlines _  29469 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  COMMISSION 
Notices  . 

Texas ;  hearing _  29472 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Excepted  service : 

Agriculture  Department _  29373 

International  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  _  29373 

Labor  Department _ _ _  29373 

Treasury  Department _  29373 


Notices 

Meeting : 

Federal  Employees  Pay  Council.  29472 

COAST  GUARD 
Rules  ^ 

Security  zones : 

Penns  Landing,  Delaware  River, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania-.  29378 

COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Census  Bureau;  Domestic  and 
International  Business  Admin¬ 
istration;  Economic  Develop¬ 
ment  Administration;  National 
Bureau  of  Standards. 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

Maine  Potato  Futures  Contract  of 
New  York  Mercantile  Exchange; 


amendments _  29473 

Indemnification  of  exchange  of¬ 
ficials  _  29474 


COMMUNITY  PLANNING  AND  DEVELOP¬ 
MENT.  OFFICE  OF  ASSISTANT  SECRE¬ 
TARY 

Notices 

Authority  redelegation: 

Regional  administrators,  et  al—  29468 

COMPTROLLER  OF  THE  CURRENCY 
Notices 

Securities;  over-the-counter  trad¬ 
ing  suspension ; 

Mercantile  National  Bank,  At¬ 
lanta,  Oa -  29435 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Air  Force  Department; 
Defense  Supply  Agency. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Defense  Science  Board  Task 
Force  on  Theater  Nuclear 
Forces  R&D  Requirements ...  29436 


DEFENSE  SUPPLY  AGENCY 
Notices 

Future  contract  debarment;  pro¬ 
posed  cancellation  or  termina¬ 
tion  _  29436 

DOMESTIC  AND  INTERNATIONAL 
BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 


Meetings 

Computer  Systems  Technical 

Advisory  Committee -  29457 

Numerically  Controlled  Ma¬ 
chine  Tool  Technical  Advisory 

Committee _  29458 

Subcommittee  on  Export  Ad? 
ministration  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent's  Export  Council _  29458 

Scientific  articles,  duty  free  entry: 
University  of  Pittsburgh _  29459 


ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 


Import  determination  petitions: 

Washburn  Wire  Co _ T_A_ -  29461 

Shrimp — fishing  industry;  study 
of  producing  firms _  29460 


EDUCATION  OFFICE 
Notices 

Meetings : 

National  Advisory  Council  on 
Indian  Education _  29462 

EMPLOYEE  BENEFITS  SECURITY  OFFICE 
Notices 

Employee  benefit  plans,  prohibi¬ 
tions  on  transactions;  exemp¬ 
tion  proceedings,  hearings,  etc.  29502 
Meetings: 

Advisory  Council  on  Employee 
Welfare  and  Pension  Benefit 


Plans  _  29502 

Univar  Retirement  Plan;  pend¬ 
ency  of  exemption  relating  to 
transaction;  joint  Issuance  with 
Internal  Revenue  Service _  29503 


EMPLOYMENT  AND  TRAINING 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Employment  transfer  and  busi¬ 
ness  competition  determina¬ 
tions;  financial  assistance  ap¬ 
plications  _  29501 

Migrant  and  seasonal  farmworker 
programs;  funding  of  HEP  and 
CAMP  projects _  29500 

Unemployment  compensation, 
emergency;  Federal  supplemen¬ 
tal  benefits;  ending  period; 

Idaho . . . . . .  29500 

EMPLOYMENT  STANDARDS 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Minimum  wages  for  Federal  and 
federally-assisted  construction; 
general  wage  determination  de¬ 
cisions,  modifications,  and  su¬ 
persedeas  decisions.. _  29593 


ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 

DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 

Livermore  Laboratories _  29477 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

Rules 

Air  pollution  control,  new  motor 
vehicles  and  engines : 

Certification  and  test  proce¬ 
dures;  technical  amend¬ 
ments  _  29389 

Proposed  Rules 

Water  pollution;  effluent  guide¬ 
lines  for  certain  point  source 
categories: 

Fertilizer;  urea  and  ammonium 


nitrate  _  29429 

Notices 

Air  quality  implementation  plans; 
various  states,  etc. : 

Arkansas _  29478 

Iowa _  29479 

Kansas  _  29480 

Louisiana _  29481 

Missouri  _  29482 

Nebraska _  29485 

New  Mexico  <2  documents) _  29486 

Oklahoma _  29487 

Texas _ 29487 

Meeting: 

National  Air  Pollution  Control 
Techniques  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  _  29487 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agricultural  commodities; 
tolerances  and  exemptions, 
etc.: 

Cyano  (8-phenoxyphenyl) 
methyl  4-chloro-o-  ( 1-meth- 
ylethyl)  benzeneacetate -  29479 


ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  COUNCIL 
Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc _  29475 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
Rules 

Common  carriers  and  certain  affil¬ 
iates: 

Monthly  reports - 29393 

Maritime  services,  land  and  ship¬ 
board: 

Use  of  VHF  channels  69,  71  and 
78  for  intership  communica¬ 
tions  as  well  as  ship  to  coast..  29395 
Radio  broadcast  services : 

Broadcast  station  identification 


announcements  _  29394 

FM  broadcast  stations.  La 

Crosse,  Wisconsin _  29394 

Radio  and  television  broadcast¬ 
ing;  reregulation -  29395 

Proposed  Rules 

Domestic  public  land  mobile  radio 
service: 

Regulatory  policies  and  proce¬ 
dures  _  29432 

Public  safety  radio  service: 

Fire  radio  service  frequencies; 
power  limitation _  29433 
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Notices 

Cable  television  pole  attachment 
Issues,  staff  study _  29490 

International  and  Satellite  Radio 
Applications  accepted  for  filing.  29490 

FEDERAL  CONTRACT  COMPLIANCE 
OFFICE 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Federal  Advisory  Committee  for 
Higher  Education  Equal  Em¬ 
ployment  Opportunity  Pro¬ 
grams  _  29526 

FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Flood  insurance  program.  Na¬ 
tional: 

Special  hazard  areas _ _  29396 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Agreements,  filed,  etc.: 

Holt  Hauling  and  Warehousing 

System,  Inc.,  et  al _  29493 

North  Europe  U.S.  Pacific 

Freight  Conference _  29493 

Prudential  Lines,  Inc.  and  Lykes 

Bros.  Steamship  Co.,  Inc _  29493 

Trans-Pacific  Freight  Confer¬ 
ence  (Hong  Kong),  et  al.  and 
New  York  Freight  Bureau, 
et  al -  29494 


Freight  forwarder  licenses: 

Seaways  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc__  29494 
Order  to  show  cause;  arrange¬ 
ments  relating  to  the  use  of  Isla 
Grande  Marine  Terminal,  San 
Juan,  Puerto  Rico _  29491 

FEDERAL  RAILROAD  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Railroad  Operating  Rules  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee _  29468 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.: 

Colonial  Bancorp,  Inc.  <2  docu¬ 


ments)  _  29494 

Columbia  Holding  Corp _  29495 

First  Missouri  Banks,  Inc _  29495 


First  National  Cincinnati  Corp.  29496 

FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 
Rules 

Migratory  bird  hunting: 

Puerto  Rico  and  Virgin  Islands; 
open  season  dates  for  1976-77 
season _  29387 

Notices 

Endangered  species  permits;  ap¬ 
plications  (5  documents)  29441-29446 
Marine  mammal  applications, 

.  etc.: 

Sinlff,  Donald  B _  29447 

Vancouver  Public  Aquarium..,.  29449 

FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Antibiotic  drugs: 

Bacitracin  and  zinc  bacitracin.  29413 


Notices 

Meetings: 

Advisory  Committees  for  Au¬ 
gust  _  29462 

FOOD  AND  NUTRITION  SERVICE 
Rules 


Food  distribution;  donation  for 
U,S.  and  territories,  etc. : 

Child  Nutrition  Programs; 
availability  of  donated  foods; 

correction  _  29408 

Financial  assistance  for  distri¬ 
bution  of  Federally  donated 
commodities;  revocation _  29408 


FOREST  SERVICE 
Rules 

National  recreation  areas: 

Sawtooth  National  Recreation 
Area;  private  land  use  cate¬ 
gory  reclassification _  29379 

HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Education  Office;  Food 
and  Drug  Administration:  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service. 

Proposed  Rules 

Nondiscrimination : 

Programs  and  activities  receiv¬ 
ing  or  benefiting  from  Federal 


financial  assistance _  29547 

HISTORICAL  PRESERVATION  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Notices 

Meeting  _ _ _  29468 


HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Community  Planning  and 
Development,  Office  of  Assistant 
Secretary;  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 

Land  Management  Bureau. 

INTERNAL  REVENUE  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Income  taxes: 

Disclosure  statements  regarding 
individual  retirement  ac¬ 
counts,  annuities  and  endow-  ' 
ment  contracts;  public  hear¬ 
ing  - -  29411 

Notices 

Univar  Retirement  Plan;  pend¬ 
ancy  of  exemption  relating  to 
transaction;  joint  issuance  with 
Employee  Benefits  Security  Of¬ 
fice  _ 7 _  29503 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 
Notices  • 

Import  investigations: 

Chicory  Root:  Crude  and  pre¬ 
pared  -  29496 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
Rules 

Railroad  car  service  orders : 

Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe 


Railway  Co _  29386 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pa¬ 
cific  Railroad  Co _  29387 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co _  29387 

Stock  cars  for  boxcars  substi¬ 
tution  _  29386 

Notices 

Agreements  under  section  5a,  ap¬ 
plications  for  approval,  etc.: 
Midwest  Household  Goods  Car¬ 
riers  _  29526 

Finance  application _  29528 

Hearing  assignments _  29526 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 


See  Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration. 

LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Employee  Benefits  Secur¬ 
ity  Office;  Employment  and 
Training  Administration;  Em¬ 
ployment  Standards  Adminis¬ 
tration;  Federal  Contract  Com¬ 
pliance  Office;  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administra¬ 
tion;  Wage  and  Hour  Division 

Rules 

Comprehensive  Employment  and 


Training  Act;  Programs  under 
Titles  I  and  II;  correction. —  29378 

Notices 

Adjustment  assistance: 

Allis-Chalmers  Corp _  29504 

Ampco-Pittsburgh  Corp _  29505 

Belmont  Manufacturing  Corp. .  29505 

Billfold  Corp.  of  America _  29506 

Brown  Shoe  Co _  29506 

Canterbury  Belts  of  Puerto 

Rico,  Inc _  29507 

Cardozo  Manufacturing  Co., 


Carling  National  Brewers,  Inc—  29508 

Charles  Rabin  and  Co.,  Inc _  29508 

Cluett  Peabody  and  Co.,  Inc —  29508 

Consolidated  Pants  Inc -  29509 

Dame  Belt  Co.,  Inc.  and  Mac 

Originals,  Inc -  29510 

Debra  Co.  Inc _  29510 

East  West  Musical  Instruments 

Co.,  Inc. . 29511 

Electro-Mechanical  Products _  29511 

Fairfield  Glove  Co.,  Inc _  29511 

Fairview  Manufacturing  Co _  29512 

Gary  Garment _  29512 

Gibson  Inc _  29513 

Grandoe  Corp _  29513 

International  Shoe  Co _  29514 

Interstate  Manufacturing  Corp. 

(2  documents) _  29514 

Janesville  Auto  Transport  Co _  29515 

La  Toska  Fashions,  Inc _  29515 

Leisure  Manufacturing  Co _  29515 

Manhattan  Shirt  Co.,  Inc.  (2 

documents)  _  29516 

Mayaguez  Leather  Products, 

Inc . 29516 

Mayaguez  Shoe  Corp -  29516 

Midwest  Footwear  Co.,  Inc _  29517 

Mobilizer  Manufacturing  Co _  29517 

Modern  Cloth  Sponging  Co....  29517 
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Novelty  Slipper  Co.,  Inc -  29518 

Oomphles,  Inc.  (2  documents)  _  29518 
Russell.  Burdsall  and  Ward, 

Inc _  29519 

Star  Glove  Co _  29519 

Stride  Rite  Manufacturing 

Corp _  29520 

Teledyne  Inc _  29520 

Top-O-Mart  Clothes,  Inc _  29521  * 

TRW/IRC _  29521 

United  States  Steel  Corp -  29522 

Vulcan  Mold  and  Iron  Co -  29523 

Wallace  Murray  Corp _  29523 

Western  Industries _  29523 

W.  R.  Grace  and  Co _  29524 

W.  T.  Grant  Co _  29524 

Zenith  Electronics  Corp _  29525 


Meetings : 

National  Advisory  Committee  on 
Occupational  Safety  and 
Health,  Subgroups  on  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Policy  and  Issues  __  29525 

LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 

Notices 

Oil  and  leasing  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  (2  documents) _ 29437,  29440 

LAW  ENFORCEMENT  ASSISTANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Meetings : 

Advisory  Committee  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Law  En¬ 
forcement  and  Criminal 
Justice;  cancellation _  29436 

Organizational  conflict  of  interest 
provision;  extension  of  comment 
period _  29436 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND  SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc. 

Ames  Research  Center _  29497 

NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal  Information  Processing 
Standards  Coordinating  and 
Advisory  Committee;  post¬ 
ponement  _  29461 


NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAFFIC  SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Occupant  crash  protection  high¬ 
way  safety  program  standards; 
cross  reference -  29434 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Health  and  safety  standards: 

Inorganic  arsenic;  exposure  to—  29425 

Ketones;  toxic  substances _  29425 

Notices 
Meetings : 

Federal  Advisory  Council  on 
Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  . 29525 

PANAMA  CANAL 
Rules 

Employee  responsibilities  and  con¬ 
duct: 

Miscellaneous  amendments  and 


corrections _  29378 

POSTAL  SERVICE 
Notices 

Postal  rates  and  fees,  certain 
permanent;  effective  date _  29569 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 
Rules 

Grants: 


Community  mental  health 
centers  and  regional  medical 


programs;  correction _  29379 

Health  manpower  education 
initiative  projects _  29380 

RURAL  ELECTRIFICATION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 


Arizona  Electric  Power  Co¬ 
operative,  Inc _  29456 

\ 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Organization  and  functions: 
Division  of  Investment  Manage¬ 
ment  Regulation;  Renamed 
and  transfer  of  certain  func¬ 
tions  _ 

Proposed  Rules 
Securities  Exchange  Act: 
Enforcement  obligations  of  ex¬ 
changes  and  associations _ 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.:  • 

Banker  Ramo  Corp _ 

Ready  Reserves  Trust _ 

Self -regulatory  organizations; 

proposed  rule  changes: 
American  Stock  Exchange.  Inc_ 
Pacific  Stock  Exchange,  Inc__ 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 
Proposed  Rules 

Cultural  Exchange  Programs  of 
of  Foreign  Governments: 
Federal  employees  participa¬ 
tion  _ 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 
See  also  Coast  Guard;  Federal 
Railroad  Administration;  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration. 

Proposed  Rules 

Occupant  crash  protection  high¬ 
way  safety  program  standards.. 
TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 
See  also  Comptroller  of  Currency; 

Internal  Revenue  Service. 
Notices 
Antidumping : 

Large  power  transformers  from 

Switzerland  _ 

Tuners  (type  used  in  electronic 
products)  from  Japan _ 

WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION 
Rules 

Fair  Labor  Standards  Act: 

Special  minimum  wages  for 
handicapped  workers  in  com¬ 
petitive  employment;  correc¬ 
tion  _ _ _ 


“THE  FEDERAL  REGISTER— WHAT  IT 
IS  AND  HOW  TO  USE  IT” 

Weekly  Briefings  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register 

(For  Details,  See  41  FR  22997,  June  8,  1976) 
RESERVATIONS:  BILL  SHORT,  523-5282 


* 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  1 38 — FRIDAY,  IUIY  16,  1976 


29374 

29434 

29499 

29496 

29499 

29497 

29410 


29434 

% 

29435 
29435 

29378 


> 


5  CFR 

213  (4  documents) _  29373 

7  CFR 

250  _ 29408 

251  _ - _ 29408 

910  _ 29408 

911  . - .  29409 

Proposed  Rules: 

780 . 29413 

947 . 29411 

982 . 29411 

1033. . —  29412 

9  CFR 

73 .  29373 

14  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

373 _ — . 29426 

15  CFR 

30 . — .  29374 

17  CFR 

200— .  29374 

Proposed  Rules: 

240 .  29434 

21  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

436— . 29413 

448 . 29413 


22  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

64._ . . .  29410 

23  CFR 

Proposed  Rules : 

1204- . 29434 

24  CFR 

1915 . 29396 

26  CFR  — 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 . 29411 

29  CFR 

95  . 29378 

96  . 29378 

524. . 29378 

Proposed  Rules: 

1910  (2  documents) -  29425 

33  CFR 

127 . . . - .  29378 

35  CFR  — ' ~ 

255 .  29378 

36  CFR 

292 .  29379 


40  CFR 

86 . - .  29389 

Proposed  Rules: 

418 . ; .  29429 

42  CFR 

54_ . . . 29379 

56b _ - . . 29379 

57 _ _ — .  29380 

45  CFR 

1160- .  29384 

Proposed  Rules: 

84_ .  29548 

47  CFR 

1— . . 29393 

43- . - . 29393 

73  (3  documents) _ 29394,  29395 

81 _ 29395 

83 . 29395 

Proposed  Rules: 

21 .  29432 

89 . 29433 

49  CFR 

1033  (4  documents). .  29386,  29387 

Proposed  Rules: 

571 .  29434 

50  CFR 

20— .  29387 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOl.  41,  NO  138 — FRIDAY,  JULY  16,  1976 


CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  PARTS  AFFECTED  DURING  JULY 

Tlie  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  July. 


Proclaxatzoxs: 

4445  (correction) -  29089 

4446  _ 27023 

4447  27309 

44481"" _ 2770T 

Executive  Orders: 

August  23.  1895  (Revoked  In  part 
by  PLO  5590) . 27836 

Letters: 

July  1,  1976 _ _  27709.  27711 

4  CFR 

410 _ 27311 


213 _  27311,  27713,  28255,  29373 

352 _  27713.  28783 

1001 _ _ — -  28783 

7  CFR 

2. . ^ .  27827 

26 _  27969 

245 _  28783 

250  _ —  29408 

251  _  29408 

271„ . 27365,  28784 

301 . 27371 

719 _ 27374 

908. . 27076,  27714,  28784,  29130 

910  _  27376,  28286,  29408 

911  _ t _  27375,  28286,  29409 

916  _ 28784 

917  _  27375,  28287.  28508 

922 _  98785 

945 _ 29131 

958 _ 29133 

980  . 27970,  29131 

981  _ 27827 

1004 _  28785 

1134 _  27077 

1425 _ 27077 

1427 _  27078 

1438 _ 28287 

1464 _ 27080,  27376 

1701 _  28289 

1822 _  27970 

1831 _  27971 

1843 _  28509 

1871 _ 27081 

Proposed  Rules: 

52 _  28291.  28527,  28792 

225 _ 28796 

271 _  27388 

275 _ 28312 

780. _  29413 

905 _ 28528 

911 _  28295 

916  _  27844 

917  _ 27735,  28794 

944. _ 28528 

946  . 28295 

947  _  28529,  29411 

948  _  27386,  28297,  28530 

958 _  27386,  27387 

907 _  27972 

980 _ 27387,  28295 

982 _ 29411 

984. . 28297 


7  CFR — Continued 

Proposed  Rules — Continued 

989 _ _ 28979 


1033 _ 

29412 

1124 _ 

1822 _ 

1861  — : . 

— 

__  27844 
__  28795 
„  27851 

100 . 27311 

103 _ 27312 

214- . . 27313 

344. . 27313 


Proposed  Rules: 
214— . . 


73 . 29373 

113 .  27714 

Proposed  Rules: 

112_ .  28311 

303 _ 28312 

320 _  28312 

381 - 28312 

10  CFR 

211. . 27953 

.212 _  27730 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 . 27085 

50 _  27085 

205 _  27976 

211 . 28797 

11  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

106__ . 28413 


12  CFR 

202_  . .  28255 

207  _ •- _  28257 

220  _ 28257 

221  _  28258 

226 _ _ _  28255,  28945 

265 . . 7 _  27026,  28946 

Proposed  Rules: 

226. . 28^13 

342 _  28544 

563 _ 27852 

563c _ 28545 

570 . 27852 

14  CFR 

21 . 27954 

37 .  27955 

39 _ 27026- 

27069,  27715-27717,  27955.  27956, 
28509,  29091-29093 

71. _ 27029, 

27030,  27718,  27719,  27956-27958, 
28510,  29091-29096 

73 . .  27030,  29091-29097 

75 . . 29092,  29097,  29098 

97_ . . 27719,  28511,  29098 

208  _  28786 

221„ . 28946 

241— . . . . .  27827.  28268 


14  CFR — Continued 

288 -  27313 

298 -  27314,  28612 

310 -  28946 

389 . 28946 

Proposed  Rules: 

1- . - .  27738 

39— . 27084,  27738,  27975,  27976 

71 -  27084. 

27085,  27739.  28533-28535,  29152 

75 - 29153 

91 - — . 28535 

J91- . 27738 

249  . —  28313 

278b. - 28313 

373 . 29426 

389 .  28313  v 

15  CFR 

30- . 29374 

377 . 28258 

16  CFR 

13  -  27030,  27720,  27827,  27959,  29099 

703 . 27828 

1009 -  27960 

Proposed  Rules: 

3 . 27744 

447 . 27391 

1201- . 27852 

17  CFR 

1 .  28260.  28947 

10 - - -  28260 

12 -  28260 

14  . . 28471 

140  -  27510,  28260,  28473 

146 . 28260 

180 .  27520 

200  . 29374 

240 -  27961,  28947 

249 . 28947 

Proposed  Rules  : 

180 - — .  27526 

240— . 28798.  29434 

18  CFR 

2— . 27030,  27828 

35 - 27829 

101 .  28474 

104 . _v _  28474 

141  - 28474 

201  _ 28474 

204. . 28474 

260_ . 28474 

Proposed  Rules: 

141— . —  28416,  28904,  29179 

250  . 29165 

19  CFR 

152. . 28786 

153 .  27843 

159 - 27031,  28787 

201 . 28950 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 _ 27962,  28517 

10 .  27962 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  131 — FRIDA Y,  JULY  16,  1976 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


20  CFR 

401 _ 27314 

405 _  27961 

21  CFR 

5 _ _ _  28261 

193 _ 28951 

310 _ 28261 

510 _ 28264 

520 _  27722,  28264 

522 _  27033, 27316, 28265 

558 _ 28513 

561 _  28790,  28951 

640 _  27034 

1002 _ 27316 

1220 _  27316 

1303  _ 28514 

1304  _ 28514 

1308 . 28515 

Proposed  Roles: 

128d . 28990 

436 _  29413 

440 _  27082 

444 _ 29151 

448 _  29413 

452 _  27083 

540 .  28313 

22  CFR 

6 _ _ _ ^ . 29100 

Proposed  Rules: 

64 .  29410 

23  CFR 

130 . 27962 

230 . 28270 

655 .  28477 

Proposed  Rules: 

750 .  27739 

1204 . 29434 

24  CFR 

35_._ . 28876 

200— .  29140 

845 - 27831,  27963 

1914  .  29141,  29142 

1915  - - 28959,  29396 

Proposed  Rules: 

888 _  28930 

1917 _ 28990 

3283 _ 29072 

25  CFR 

221 . .  28266 

Proposed  Rules: 

41 .  27082 

26  CFR 

Ch.  I . . .  28478 

Proposed  Rules: 

1 -  28517,  28523,  28792,  29411 

31 -  28517 

301 . 28523 

27  CFR 

72 .  27034 

28  CFR 

42 - 28478 

45 -  27317 

Proposed  Rules: 

16 . 27972 


29  CFR 


40 .  27318 

95  _ - _ 29378 

96  _ 29378 

403 _  27318 

524 _  29378 

1952 _ 28788 

Proposed  Rules: 

1910 _  27744,  29425 

1928 _  27378,  28797 

1952 _  28313 

30  CFR 

55— .  28266 

56  . 28266 

57  _  28266 

250 _  27319 

251- . 27319 

31  CFR 

103 .  27831 

520- .  27963 

32  CFR 

251_ .  27963 

286__ . 1  27074 

296  _ 27074 

297  _  27074 

705 _ 29101 

707 _ 29119 

711 _  27319 

742 _ 29119 

761 _  28957 

765 .  29101 

32A  CFR 

Ch.  I . 27722 

33  CFR 

110 .  27965 

117 .  27035 

127 . 27035, 

27036,  27377,  27965,  27966,  28478, 
29378 

209 . 28952 

Proposed  Rules: 

40 . 28531 

110 _  27974,  27975,  28532 

206. . 27378 

237 . 29146 

35  CFR 

5 . 28789 

253 - 27722 

255 . 29378 

Proposed  Rules: 

133 .  27978 

36  CFR 

7 . - . 27723,  29120 

292 -  29379 

Proposed  Rules: 

7 .  28291 

37  CFR 

1 .  27832 

38  CFR 

3 . 29120 

Proposed  Rules: 

3 . . 27391, 29188 

4— .  27086 


39  CFR 


111 - -  28478,  29136 

244 -  27353 

40  CFR 

35 _ 27966 

52 _  27833,  28491,  28492 

60  _  27967 

61  _  27967 

86 _  29389 

124  _ 28493 

125  _  28493 

141 _ - _ 28402 

180 27035,  27355-27358,  28790,  29121 

430 _  27732 

454 _ 27968 

459 _ 29078 

Proposed  Rules: 

128  . 29156 

129  _ 29156 

141 .  28991 

180 _ 1 _  27741,  28804,  28998 

418 _  29429 

430 _  27741 

454 . 27976 

41  CFR 

1-1 . 27723 

1-2 - 27725 

1-16 — - _ 27723 

1-18_ - 27725 

3-4 -  27834 

Ch.  5A . 27037 

Proposed  Rules: 

101-20 . 29188 

42  CFR 

54 . 29379 

56b . 29379 

57 -  29380 

101 . .  28686 

Proposed  Rules: 

101 . 28690 

43  CFR 

419- . — . . .  29084 

1720 _ 29122 

2110 - 29122 

2530 -  29122 

2550 _ 29122 

2560 _ 29122 

2740 _ 29123 

2760 _ 29123 

2812 _ 29123 

2820 _ ; _ 29123 

2860 _ 29122 

2910 _ 29123 

3100 _ 29122 

3810 - 29122 

3600 _ 29122 

Public  Land  Orders: 

5590  _ 2783L 

5591  _ 27837 

5592  - 28954 

5593  . 28954 

Proposed  Rules: 

6220— .  27380 

45  CFR 

160 _  2928(1 

196 _ 29123 

250 .  27300 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  138— FRIDAY,  JULY  16,  1976 


lx 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


45  CFR— Continued 


100« _ 28497 

1081 _ 29125 

1067 _  27359,  28277 

1160 _  29384 

1602 .  27837 

Proposed  Rules: 

84 _ 29548 

233 . 27973,  28796 

46  CFR 

146. .  28116 

531 _ 27726 

536 .  27726 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 29151 

47  CFR 

0- . • . 27837 

1__ . 27837,  28789,  29137,  29393 

43 .  29393 

68 _  28694 

73 _  27361-27364,  28497,  28789,  29137 

73 _  27361-27364. 


28497,  28789,  29137,  29394,  29395 


47  CFR— Continued 


74 .  28266 

81  2939S 

83”IIIII”IIIIIIir27365,"  27727"  29395 
91 .  27727 


Proposed  Rules: 

13 
15 
21 
73 
83 
89 

49  CFR 

172. 

173. 

177- 
192- 
325- 
393. 

571. 

581- 
1033 
1041 


.  27728 

.  27728 

. . .  27968 

.  29128 

.  28267 

. . 28268,  29130 

.  27073,  28505,  28506 

. .  27728 

_ 27728,  27729,  29386,  29387 

.  27837 


.  28800 

. .  28536 

. 29432 

—  27389-27390,  28801-28803,  29156 

.  28800 

. 28540,  29433 


49  CFR — Continued 

1054— . . . 

1100__ . . . 

1108 . . 

1220— . . . 

Proposed  Rules: 

221 . . — 

571 _ 

1090-1099  . 

.  27837 

_  27838 

.  28955 

_  29153 

-  27740,  29434 
_  28317 

1300 _ _ 

_  28799 

/  1307 . 

.  28317 

50  CFR  \ 

20 _ _ 

. . 29387 

28 _ 

_  28508 

32— . 

- .  28508 

258 _  . 

27843 

285 _ _ 

279SR 

Proposed  Rules: 

s 

13 _ 

-  27381,  28291 

17—  27381,  27735,  28291,  28525,  28978 

20 _ 

_  27382 

32 . _ .  27844 


FEDERAL  REGISTER  PAGES  AND  DATES — JULY 


Paget 


Date  Pages 


27023-27308 _ _ 

27309-27705 . 

27707-27825 . 

27827-27951 _ 

27953-28253 _ 

28255-28469 . 


July  1  28471-28782 

2  28783-28944 

®  28945-29087. 

g  29089-29371 

9  29373-29652 


Date 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 


.  FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  138— FRIDAY,  JULY  16.  1976 


29373 


rules  and  regulations 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 
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Title  5 — Administrative  Personnel 
CHAPTER  I— CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 
PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Labor 

Section  213.3315  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Employ¬ 
ment  Standards  is  excepted  under 
Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  July  16,  1976,  S  213.3315 
(a)  (48)  is  added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3315  Department  of  Labor. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(48)  One  Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Employment 
Standards. 

(5  UJS.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1964- 
1968  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Do# .78-20368  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 

PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

United  States  International  Trade 
Commission 

Section  213.3339  is  amended  to  show 
that  one  position  of  Secretary  (Steno)  to 
a  Commissioner  is  excepted  under 
Schedule  C. 

Effective  on  July  16,  1976,  S  213.3339 
(n)  is  added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3339  United  State#  International 
Trade  Commission. 

•  *  •  • 

(n)  One  Secretary  (Steno)  to  a  Com¬ 
missioner. 

(6  UJS.C.  3301,  3302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1954- 
1968  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.76-20365  Filed  7-16-76;8:45  am] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 
Department  of  Agriculture  * 
Section  213.3313  is  amended  to  reflect 
a  change  in  title  from  Deputy  Under 
Secretary  for  Congressional  Liaison  to 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Congres¬ 
sional  and  Public  Affairs;  and  from  one 
Private  Secretary  and  six  Confidential 
Assistants  to  the  Deputy  Under  Secre¬ 


tary  for  Congressional  Liaison  to  one 
Private  Secretary  and  six  Confidential 
Assistants  to  the  Deputy  Under  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Congressional  and  Public  Af¬ 
fairs.  This  section  is  further  amended  to 
show  that  the  following  positions  are 
excepted  under  Schedule  C:  one  Private 
Secretary  to  the  Deputy  for  Congres¬ 
sional  Affairs;  one  Private  Secretary  to 
the  Deputy  for  Public  Affairs. 

Effective  July  16,  1976,  S3  213.3313(c) 
(4)  and  (6)  are  amended,  and  (c)  (11) 
and  (12)  are  added  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3313  Department  of  Agriculture. 

*  »  •  t  * 

(c)  Office  of  the  Under  Secretary.  *  •  * 

(4)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Dep¬ 
uty  Under  Secretary  for  Congressional 
and  Public  Affairs. 

t  *  *  *  * 

(6)  Six  Confidential  Assistants  to  the 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  for  Congres¬ 
sional  and  Public  Affairs. 

•  •  —  •  *  • 

(11)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the  Dep¬ 
uty  for  Congressional  Affairs. 

(12)  One  Private  Secretary  to  the 
Deputy  for  Public  Affairs. 

(5  U.S.C.  8801,  8302;  EO  10577,  S  CFR  1964- 
1968  Oomp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry, 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 

[FR  Doc.76-20607  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  anjJ 


PART  213— EXECUTIVE  SERVICE 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

Section  213.3305  is  amended  to  reflect 
a  title  change  from  Staff  Assistant  to 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Trade,  En¬ 
ergy,  and  Financial  Resources  Policy  Co¬ 
ordination  to:  Staff  Assistant  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  (International  Affairs) . 

Effective  July  16.  1976,  3  213.3305(a) 
(19)  is  amended  as  set  out  below: 

§  213.3305  Department  of  Treasury. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 
(19)  One  Staff  Assistant  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  (International  Affairs) . 

<5  UJS.C.  8301,  8302;  EO  10577,  3  CFR  1964- 
1968  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

James  C.  Spry. 

Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Commissioners. 
[FR  Doc.76-20608  Filed  7-16-78;  8: 45  am] 


Title  9 — Animals  and  Animal  Products 

CHAPTER  I— ANIMAL  AND  PLANT  HEALTH 

INSPECTION  SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT 

OF  AGRICULTURE 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  OF  ANIMALS  (INCLUDING  POULTRY) 

AND  ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

PART  73— SCABIES  IN  CATTLE 
Release  of  Areas  Quarantined 

This  amendment  releases  a  portion  of 
Kearney  County,  Nebraska,  and  portions 
of  Imperial  County  in  California  from 
the  areas  quarantined  because  of  cattle 
scabies.  Therefore,  the  restrictions  per¬ 
taining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
cattle  from  quarantined  areas  contained 
in  9  CFR  Part  73,  as  amended,  will  not 
apply  to  the  excluded  areas,  but  the 
restrictions  pertaining  to  the  interstate 
movement  of  cattle  from  nonquarantined 
areas  oontalned  in  said  Part  73  will  apply 
to  the  excluded  areas. 

Accordingly,  Part  73,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  as  amended,  re¬ 
stricting  the  Interstate  movement  of 
cattle  because  of  scabies  is  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

In  S  73.1a,  paragraph  (b)  relating  to 
the  State  of  Nebraska  is  amended  and  in 
paragraph  (d)  relating  to  the  State  of 
California,  paragraphs  5,  6,  and  7  are 
deleted. 

§  73.1a  Notice  of  quarantine. 

•  •  •  •  » 

(b)  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  cattle 
in  certain  portions  of  the  State  of 
Nebraska  are  affected  with  scabies,  a 
contagious,  infectious,  and  communi¬ 
cable  disease;  and,  therefore,  the  follow¬ 
ing  area  in  such  State  is  hereby  quaran¬ 
tined  because  of  said  disease: 

That  portion  of  Filmore  County  com¬ 
prised  of  S.W.  Vt  of  sec.  34,  T.  8.  N„ 
R.  1 W.  in  Exeter  Precinct. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended;  secs.  1 
and  2.  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended;  secs. 
1-4,  33  Stat.  1264,  1265,  as  amended;  secs.  3 
and  11,  76  8tat.  130,  132;  (21  UJS.C.  111-113. 
115,  117,  120,  121,  123-126,  134b,  I34f);  37  FR 
28464,  28477;  38  FR  19141.) 

Effective  date:  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  July  9,  1976. 

The  amendment  relieves  restrictions 
no  longer  deemed  necessary  to  prevent 
the  spread  of  cattle  scabies  and  should  be 
made  effective  promptly  in  order  to  be  of 
maximum  benefit  to  affected  persons.  It 
does  not  appear  that  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  this  rulemaking  proceeding 
would  make  additional  relevant  infor¬ 
mation  available  to  the  Department. 

Accordingly,  under  the  administrative 
procedure  provisions  in  5  U.S.C.  553,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
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other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendment  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary,  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
snaking  the  amendment  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th  day 
of  July,  1976. 

Pierre  A.  Chaloux, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Veterinary  Services. 

[FR  Doc.76-20426  Piled  7-16-76:8:45  am] 

Title  15 — Commerce  and  Foreign  Trade 

CHAPTER  I — BUREAU  OF  THE  CENSUS, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

PART  30— FOREIGN  TRADE  STATISTICS 

No  Shipper's  Export  Declarations  Required 
for  Shipments  to  American  Samoa 

The  following  amendment  is  made  to 
the  regulations  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  3,  1976  (41  FR  9134). 
In  accordance  with  administrative  pro¬ 
cedure  5  U.S.C.  553,  notice  and  hearing  on 
this  amendment  are  unnecessary  because 
the  amendment  is  one  which  grants  an 
exemption. 

These  regulations  are  issued  under  the 
authority  of  Title  13,  United  States  Code, 
Section  302;  and  5  U.S.C.  301;  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Plan  No.  5  of  1950,  Department  of 
Commerce  Organization  Order  No.  35- 
4A,  January  1,  1972,  37  FR  3461. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  to  the 
Foreign  Trade  Statistics  Regulations  is 
effective  July  16,  1976. 

Section  30.1(a)  (2)  (ill)  is  hereby 
amended  by  deleting  “American  Samoa 
and”  so  that,  as  amended,  Section  30.1(a) 
(2)  (Hi)  now  reads  as  follows: 

§  30.1  General  statement  of  requirement 
for  Shipper’s  Export  Declarations. 

(a)  •  *  • 

(2)  •  •  * 

dll)  To  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
United  States  from  the  United  States  or 
Puerto  Rico. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Dated:  July  13,  1976. 

Vincent  P.  Barabba, 
Director,  Bureau  of  the  Census. 

I  concur:  June  28, 1976. 

David  R.  MacDonald, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.76-20581  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 

Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securitise 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  II— SECURITIES  AND 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

[Release  Nos.  33-5720,  34-12568,  30-430, 
IC-S320] 

PART  200 — ORGANIZATION;  CONDUCT 
AND  ETHICS;  AND  INFORMATION  AND 
REQUESTS 

Organization  and  Program  Management 
Division  Renamed;  Transfer  of  Certain 
Functions 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  has  approved  the  renaming  of  the 


Division  of  Investment  Management 
Regulation  to  the  Division  of  Investment 
Management  and  has  approved  the 
transfer  of  certain  functions  to  that  Di¬ 
vision  from  the  Division  of  Corporation 
Finance.  Both  actions  are  designed  to 
reflect  the  Commission’s  determination 
that  federal  statutes  and  regulations  af¬ 
fecting  money  management  activity 
should  be  administered  on  a  coordinated 
and,  to  the  extent  feasible,  uniform  basis. 

The  former  Division  of  Investment 
Management  Regulation  was  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  the  regulatory 
provisions  of  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (“ICA”)  (15  U.S.C.  80a  et 
seq.)  and  the  Investment  Advisers  Act 
of  1940  (15  U.S.C.  80b  et  seq.),  and  the 
Division  of  Investment  Management  will 
continue  to  perform  this  function.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  the  Division  of  Investment  Man¬ 
agement  will  perform  certain  functions 
previously  performed  by  the  Division  of 
Corporation  Finance,  relating  to  disclo¬ 
sure  requirements  applicable  to  invest¬ 
ment  companies  and  certain  similar 
types  of  Issuers.  Specifically,  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  has  assumed 
responsibility  for  Interpretative  questions 
arising  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933 
(15  UJ3.C.  77a  et  seq.)  relating  to  Invest¬ 
ment  companies  and  certain  similar  is¬ 
suers,  for  the  administration  of  disclosure 
requirements  with  respect  to  registration 
and  proxy  statements  filed  by  such  com¬ 
panies  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933, 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (15 
U.S.C.  78a  et  seq.)  and  the  ICA,  and  for 
all  matters  pertaining  to  such  companies 
arising  under  the  Trust  Indenture  Act 
of  1939  (15  UJS.C.  7aaa  et  seq.).  The 
functions  transferred  to  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management  also  include 
those  pertaining  to  the  review  of  periodic 
reports  which  Investment  companies 
transmit  to  their  shareholders  or  file  with 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  section  30 
of  the  ICA  (15  UJS.C.  80a-29). 

These  changes  have  been  made  to  place 
the  Division  of  Investment  Management 
In  a  better  position  to  examine  the  laws 
applicable  to  various  types  of  money 
management  activities — including  those 
which  now  are  not  subject  to  direct  regu¬ 
lation  by  the  Commission — and  to  rec¬ 
ommend  any  changes  in,  or  additions  to, 
such  laws  which  may  be  appropriate.  In 
this  connection,  the  Division  1s  about  to 
undertake  a  study  of  all  types  of  pooled 
Investment  vehicles,  including  a  com¬ 
parison  of  the  regulatory  requirements 
applicable  to  each.  The  plan  for  such  a 
study  reflects  the  Commission’s  recogni¬ 
tion  that  many  pooled  Investment  ve¬ 
hicles  which  are  not  subject  to  the  ICA 
nonetheless  offer  services  somewhat  simi¬ 
lar  to  those  offered  by  Investment  com¬ 
panies,  and  may  pose  problems,  such  as 
conflicts  of  interest  on  the  part  of  man¬ 
agement,  similar  to  those  which  led  to  the 
enactment  of  the  ICA.  The  ICA,  how¬ 
ever,  does  not  readily  lend  itself  to  the 
appropriate  regulation  of  many  of  these 
pooled  Investment  vehicles.  Therefore, 
the  Division  study  will  not  confine  Itself 
to  a  consideration  of  whether  legisla¬ 
tion  should  be  recommended  to  broaden 
the  applicability  of  the  ICA  but  will  also 


consider  the  feasibility  of  an  Investment 
management  statute  designed  to  apply 
uniformly  to  existing  and  developing  in¬ 
vestment  services. 

These  changes  are  also  expected  to 
facilitate  coordination  between  those 
staff  members  responsible  for  administer¬ 
ing  regulatory  requirements  applicable 
to  investment  companies  under  the  ICA. 
and  those  responsible  for  administering 
the  disclosure  requirements  applicable 
to  such  companies. 

Responsibility  for  matters  pertaining  . 
to  disclosure  with  respect  to  investment 
companies  and  certain  similar  Issuers 
rests  with  the  Office  of  Disclosure  Policy 
and  Review  within  the  Division.  T7ie  staff 
of  this  office  consists,  to  a  significant  ex¬ 
tent,  of  the  same  individuals  who  for- 
merly  served  In  similar  capacities  in  the 
Division  of  Corporation  Finance.  Matters 
relating  to  the  regulation  of  Investment 
companies  under  the  ICA  will  continue  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  branches  of  the 
Division’s  Office  of  Investment  Company 
Regulation. 

In  connection  with  the  change  in  name 
of  the  “Division  of  Investment  Manage¬ 
ment  Regulation”  to  the  “Division  of  In¬ 
vestment  Management,”  Articles  20b  and 
30-5  (17  CFR  200.20b  and  200.30-5)  of 
Subpart  A  (25  FR  12712,  Dec.  22, 1962)  of 
the  Commission’s  Statement  of  Organi¬ 
zation,  Conduct  and  Ethics,  and  Infor¬ 
mation  and  Requests  have  been  amended 
to  reflect  the  name  change  by  deleting 
from  the  caption  and  first  paragraph  of 
both  Articles  and  from  paragraphs  (h) 
(1)  and  (h)  (2)  of  Article  30-5  the  words 
“Investment  Management  Regulation” 
and  adding  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  “In¬ 
vestment  Management." 

In  connection  with  the  transfer  of 
functions.  Articles  30-1  and  30-5  of  Sub¬ 
part  A  of  the  Commission’s  Statement 
of  Organization,  Conduct  and  Ethics,  and 
Information  and  Requests  have  been 
amended  by  the  revocation  of  certain  au¬ 
thority  previously  delegated  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Division  of  Corporation 
Finance  and  the  delegation  of  that  au¬ 
thority  to  the  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management. 

Articles  18  and  20b  of  Subpart  A  of  the 
Commission’s  Statement  of  Organization. 
Conduct  and  Ethics,  and  Information  and 
Requests  (17  CFR  200.18  and  200.20b), 
which  describe  the  functions  of  the  two 
Divisions,  have  been  amended  to  reflect 
the  transfer  of  functions. 

Sections  200.18,  200.20b,  200.30-1  and 
200.30-6,  as  amended,  are  set  forth  below. 

§  200.18  Director  of  Division  of  Cor¬ 
poration  Finance. 

The  Director  of  the  Division  of  Cor¬ 
poration  Finance  is  responsible  to  the 
Commission  for  the  administration  of  all 
matters,  except  those  pertaining  to  in¬ 
vestment  companies  registered  under 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940, 
relating  to  establishing  and  requiring  ad¬ 
herence  to  standards  of  economic  and  fi¬ 
nancial  reporting  and  disclosure  with  re¬ 
spect  to  securities  traded  on  national 
securities  exchanges  or  required  to  be 
registered  pursuant  to  section  12(g)  (15 
U.S.C.  781(g) )  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  or  offered  for  public  sale 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  138 — FRIDAY,  JULY  16,  1976 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


29375 


pursuant  to  registration  or  exemptive 
regulations;  establishing  and  requiring 
adherence  to  standards  of  fair  disclosure 
In  the  solicitation  of  proxies  for  election 
of  directors  and  other  corporate  actions; 
and  for  the  enforcement  of  the  stand¬ 
ards  set  forth  in  the  Trust  Indenture  Act 
of  1939  regarding  indentures  covering 
debt  securities.  These  duties  shall  include, 
with  the  exception  of  the  enforcement 
and  related  activities  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Division  of  Enforcement,  the 
responsibility  to  the  Commission  for  the 
administration  of  disclosure  and  related 
requirements  of  the  Securities  'Act  of 
1933,  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935,  and  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of 

1939,  and  the  investigations  and  inspec¬ 
tions  arising  in  connection  with  such  ad¬ 
ministration,  as  listed  below: 

(a)  All  matters  under  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  (Id  UJS.C.  77a,  et  seq.)  aris¬ 
ing  from  or  pertaining  to  material  filed 
pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  that  Act, 
except  such  material  filed  by  investment 
companies  registered  under  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940. 

(b)  All  matters,  except  those  pertain¬ 
ing  to  investment  companies  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 

1940,  arising  under  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C.  78a,  et 
seq.)  in  connection  with: 

(1)  The  registration  of  securities  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12  of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
781),  including  the  exemptive  provisions 
of  section  12(h)  (16  U.S.C.  781(h) ). 

(2)  Hie  examination  and  processing 
of  periodic  reports  filed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  13  and  15(d)  of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
78m,  78o(d)). 

(3)  The  examination  and  processing  of 
proxy  soliciting  material  filed  pursuant 
to  section  14(a)  and  information  mate¬ 
rial  filed  pursuant  to  section  14(c)  of  the 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  78n(a) ,  78n(c)). 

(c)  All  matters  relating  to  the  ex¬ 
amination  and  processing  of  statements 
of  beneficial  ownership  of  securities  and 
changes  in  such  ownership  filed  under 
section  16(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C.  78p(a)),  section 
17(a)  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
ping  Act  of  1935  (15  U.S.C.  79q(a) )  and 
section  30(f)  of  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C.  80a-29(f) ). 

(d)  The  examination  and  processing 
of  proxy  and  information  material  filed 
under  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (15  U.S.C.  79a,  et  seq.)_ 
and  subject  to  Regulation  14A  (58  240.- 
14a-l  to  240.14a-12  of  this  Chapter)  or 
Regulation  14C  (S§  240.14c-l  to  240.14c-7 
of  this  Chapter)  issued  under  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

(e)  All  matters,  except  those  pertain¬ 
ing  to  investment  companies  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940,  arising  under  the  Trust  Indenture 
Act  of  1939  (15  UJ3.C.  77aaa,  et  seq.). 

§  200.20b  Director  of  Divinion  of  Invest¬ 
ment  Management. 

The  Director  of  the  Division  of  In¬ 
vestment  Management  is  responsible  to 
the  Commission  for  the  administration 
of  the  Commission’s  responsibilities 


under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  and  the  Investment  Advisers  Act  of 
1940,  and  with  respect  to  matters  per¬ 
taining  to  investment  companies  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Investment  Company  Act 
of  1940  and  pooled  investment  funds  or 
accounts,  the  administration  of  all  mat¬ 
ters  relating  to  establishing  and  requir¬ 
ing  adherence  to  standards  of  economic 
and  financial  reporting  and  the  admin¬ 
istration  of  fair  disclosure  and  related 
matters  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933 
and  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
and  enforcement  of  the  standards  set 
forth  in  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939 
regarding  indentures  •  covering  debt 
securities,  as  listed  in  paragraphs  (a) 
through  (eT  of  this  section.  These  duties 
shall  include  investigations  and  inspec¬ 
tions  arising  in  connection  with  such  ad¬ 
ministration,  but  shall  not  include  the 
enforcement  and  related  activities  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Division  of  En¬ 
forcement: 

(a)  The  administration  of  all  matters 
arising  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C.  80a-l,  et  seq.),  ex¬ 
cept  those  arising  under  section  30(f)  of 
the  Act  (15  U.S.C.  80a-29(f)). 

,(b)  All  matters  arising  under  the  Se¬ 
curities  Act  of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77a,  et 
seq.)  arising  from  or  pertaining  to  mate¬ 
rial  field  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of 
that  Act  by  investment  companies  regis¬ 
tered  under  the  Investment  Company 
Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C.  80a-l,  et  seq.) 
and  pooled  investment  funds  or  ac¬ 
counts. 

(c)  All  matters  arising  under  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C. 
78a,  et  seq.) ,  except  the  examination  and 
processing  of  statements  of  beneficial 
ownership  of  securities  and  changes  in 
such  ownership  filed  under  section  16(a) 
(15  U.S.C.  78p(a))  of  such  Act,  pertain¬ 
ing  to  investment  companies  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  and  pooled  investment  funds  or  ac¬ 
counts  in  connection  with: 

(1)  The  registration  of  securities  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  12  of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
781),  including  the  exemptive  previsions 
of  section  12Th)  (15  U.S.C.  781(h)). 

(2)  The  examination  and  processing  of 
periodic  reports  filed  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  13  and  15(d)  of  the  Act  <15  U.S.C. 
78m,  780(d)). 

(3)  The  examination  and  processing 
of  proxy  soliciting  material  filed  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  14(a)  and  information  ma¬ 
terial  filed  pursuant  to  section  14(c)  of 
the  Act  (15  U.S.C.  78n(a),  78n(c)). 

(d)  All  matters  pertaining  to  invest¬ 
ment  companies  registered  under  the  Di¬ 
vestment  Company  Act  of  1940  and 
pooled  investment  funds  or  accounts  aris¬ 
ing  under  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of 
1939  (15  U.S.C.  77aaa,  et  seq.). 

(e)  All  matters  arising  under  the  In¬ 
vestment  Advisers  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C. 
80b-l,  et  seq.). 

§  200.30—1  Delegation  of  authority  to 
Director  of  Division  of  Corporation 
Finance. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L. 
No.  87-592,  76  Stat.  394  (15  U.S.C.  78d~2, 
78d-2),  the  Securities  and  Exchange 


Commission  hereby  delegates,  until  the 
Commission  orders  otherwise,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  functions  to  the  Director  of  the 
Division  of  Corporation  Finance,  to  be 
performed  by  him  or  under  his  direction 
by  such  person  or  persons  as  may  be  des¬ 
ignated  from  time  to  time  by  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Commission : 

(а)  With  respect  to  registration  of  se¬ 
curities  pursuant  to  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77a,  et  seq.),  and 
Regulation  C  thereunder  ($  230.400,  et 
seq.  of  this  Chapter) : 

(1)  To  determine  the  effective  dates  of 
amendments  to  registration  statements 
filed  pursuant  to  Section  8(c)  of  the  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  77h(c)). 

(2)  To  consent  to  the  withdrawal  of 
registration  statements  or  amendments 
or  exhibits  thereto,  pursuant  to  Rule  477 
( §  230.477  of  this  Chapter) ,  and  to  issue 
orders  declaring  registration  statements 
abandoned,  pursuant  to  Rule  479  (S  230  - 
479  of  this  Chapter) . 

(3)  To  grant  applications  for  con¬ 
fidential  treatment  of  contract  provisions 
pursuant  to  Rule  485  (5  230.485  of  this 
Chapter)  under  the  Act;  to  issue  orders 
scheduling  hearings  on  such  applications 
and  to  deny  any  such  application  as  to 
which  the  applicant  waives  his  right  to  a 
hearing,  provided  such  applicant  is  ad¬ 
vised  of  his  right  to  have  such  denial 
reviewed  by  the  Commission. 

(4)  To  accelerate  the  use  or  publica¬ 

tion  of  any  summary  prospectus  filed 
with  the  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
10(b)  of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C.  77J  (b) )  and 
Rule  434A(g)  (|  230.434a (g)  of  this 

Chapter)  thereunder. 

(5)  To  take  the  following  action  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  8(a)  of  the  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  77h(a)): 

(i)  To  determine  registration  state¬ 
ments  to  be  effective  within  shorter  pe¬ 
riods  of  time  than  20  days  after  the  filing 
thereof: 

(il)  To  consent  to  the  filing  of  amend¬ 
ments  prior  to  the  effective  dates  of  reg¬ 
istration  statements  as  parts  thereof,  or 
to  determine  that  amendments  filed  prior 
to  the  effective  dates  of  registration 
statements  have  been  filed  pursuant  to 
orders  of  the  Commission,  so  as  to  be 
treated  as  parts  of  the  registration  state¬ 
ments  for  the  purpose  of  section  8(a)  of 
the  Act  (15  U.8.C.  77h(a) ) ; 

(ill)  To 'determine  to  be  effective  ap¬ 
plications  for  qualification  of  trust  in¬ 
dentures  filed  with  registration  state¬ 
ments. 

(б)  Pursuant  to  instructions  as  to  fi¬ 
nancial  statements  contained  in  forms 
adopted  under  the  Act: 

(i)  To  permit  the  omission  of  one  or 
more  financial  statements  therein  re¬ 
quired  or  the  filing  in  substitution  there¬ 
for  of  appropriate  statements  of  com¬ 
parable  character,  or 

(ii)  To  require  the  filing  of  other  fi¬ 
nancial  statements  in  addition  to,  or  in 
substitution  for,  the  statements  therein 
required. 

(7)  Acting  pursuant  to  section  4(3)  of 
the  Act  (15  U.S.C.  77d(3))  or  Rule  174 
thereunder  (§  230.174  of  this  Chapter), 
to  reduce  the  40-day  period  or  the  90-day 
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period  with  respect  to  transactions  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  section  4(3)  (b)  of  the  Act 
<15  UJS.C.  77d(3)  (B) ). 

(8)  To  act  on  applications  to  dispense 
with  any  written  consents  of  an  expert 
pursuant  to  Rule  437  (8  230.437  of  this 
Chapter) . 

(b)  With  respect  to  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77a,  et  seq.)  and  Regu¬ 
lation  B  thereunder  (8  230.300,  et  seq.  of 
this  Chapter) : 

(1)  To  authorize  the  commencement 

of  the  offering  within  shorter  periods  of 
time  than  10  days  after  the  filing  of  the 
offering  sheet,  pursuant  to  Rule  310(a) 
thereunder  (8  230.310(a)  of  this*  Chap¬ 
ter)  ;  ‘ 

(2)  To  authorize  the  issuance  of  orders 
temporarily  suspending  the  effectiveness 
of  offering  sheets  as  prescribed  in  Rule 
334  thereunder  (8  230.334  of  this  Chap¬ 
ter)  : 

(3)  To  issue  notices  of  suspension  of 
offering  sheets  and  of  opportunity  for 
hearing  thereon,  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  Rule  338(a)  thereunder 
(8  230.336(a)  of  this  Chapter) ; 

(4)  To  terminate  temporary  suspen¬ 
sion  orders  issued  by  the  Commission 
under  Rule  334  (§  230.334  of  this  Chap¬ 
ter)  ,  to  terminate  proceedings  under 
Rule  336(a)  (8  230.336(a)  of  this  Chap¬ 
ter)  and  to  issue  notices  of  such  action, 
if  at  any  time  before  the  Commission 
enters  an  order  setting  the  matter  down 
for  hearing,  as  set  forth  in  Rule  336(c) 
(8  230.336(c)  of  this  Chapter),  it  finds 
that  the  offering  sheet  has  been  amended 
to  cure  the  objections  specified  in  the 
temporary  suspension  order  or  the  no¬ 
tice  Instituting  the  proceeding; 

(5)  To  authorize  the  issuance  of 
orders  granting  requests  for  withdrawal 
of  offering  sheets,  pursuant  to  Rule  344 
thereunder  (8  230.344  of  this  Chapter), 
when  it  appears  that  no  sales  of  securi¬ 
ties  described  in  said  offering  sheets 
have,  in  fact,  been  made; 

(6)  To  authorize  the  issuance  of 
orders  declaring  offering  sheets  effective, 
as  amended,  filed  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  in  Rule  340  thereunder 
(8  230.340  of  this  Chapter)  and  Rule  342 

(c)  thereunder  (8  230.342(c)  of  this 
Chapter) ; 

(7)  To  authorize  the  issuance  of 
orders  terminating  the  effectiveness  of 
offering  sheets  upon  applications  of  per¬ 
sons  filing  them  in  compliance  with  the 
provisions  of  Rule  346  thereunder 
( 8  230.346  of  this  Chapter) ;  and 

(8)  To  authorize  the  granting  of  ap¬ 
plications  for  release  of  reports  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  Form  1-G 
(8  239.101(b)(1)  of  this  Chapter)  pur¬ 
suant  to  Rule  316(a)  thereunder 
(8  230.316(a)  of  this  Chapter),  (c)  With 
respect  to  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of 
1939  (15  U.S.C.  77aaa,  et  seq.) : 

(1)  To  determine  to  be  effective  prior 
to  the  20th  day  after  filing  thereof  ap¬ 
plications  for  qualification  of  Indentures 
filed  on  Form  T-3  ( 8  269.3  of  this  Chap¬ 
ter)  pursuant  to  section  307  of  the  Act 
(15  UJ3.C.  77ggg),  and  Rule  7a-l  there¬ 
under  (8  260. 7a- 1  of  this  Chapter) ; 

(2)  TO  authorize  the  issuance  of 
orders  exempting  certain  securities  from 
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the  provisions  of  the  Act  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  304  (c)  and  (d)  thereof  (15  U.S.C. 
77ddd(c),  77ddd(d))  and  Rule  4c-l, 
thereunder  (8  260.4c-l  of  this  Chapter) ; 

(3)  In  cases  in  which  opportunity  for 
hearing  is  waived,  to  authorize  the  is¬ 
suance  of  orders  determining  that  a 
trusteeship  under  an  indenture  to  be 
qualified  and  another  indenture  is  not  so 
likely  to  involve  a  material  conflict  of 
interest  as  to  make  it  necessary  to  dis¬ 
qualify  the  trustee  pursuant  to  section 
310(b)  (1)  (ii)  of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C.  77JJJ 
<b)(l)(ii))  and  Rule  10b-2  thereunder 
(8  260.10b-2  of  this  Chapter). 

(d)  With  respect  to  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C.  78a,  et 
seq.) : 

(1)  To  determine  to  be  effective  ap¬ 
plications  for  registration  of  securities 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  prior 
to  30  days  after  receipt  of  a  certifica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  12(d)  of  the  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  781(d)); 

(2)  Pursuant  to  instructions  as  to  fi¬ 
nancial  statements  contained  in  forms 
adopted  under  the  Act: 

(i)  To  permit  the  omission  of  one  or 
more  financial  statements  therein  re¬ 
quired  or  the  filing  in  substitution  there¬ 
for  of  appropriate  statements  of  com¬ 
parable  character; 

(ii)  To  require  the  filing  of  other  fi¬ 
nancial  statements  in  addition  to,  or  in 
substitution  for,  the  statements  therein 
required; 

(3)  (i)  To  grant  and  deny  applications 
for  confidential  treatment  filed  pursuant 
to  section  24(b)  of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
78x(b))  and  Rule  24b-2  thereunder 
(8  240.24b-2  of  this  Chapter) ; 

(ii)  To  revoke  a  grant  of  any  such  ap¬ 
plication  for  confidential  treatment 

(4)  To  authorize  the  use  of  forms  of 
proxies,  proxy  statements  or  other  soli¬ 
citing  material  within  periods  of  time  less 
than  that  prescribed  in  Rules  14a-6, 
14a-8(d)  and  14a-ll  (88  240.14a-6.  240.- 
14a-8(d),  and  240.14a^ll  of  this  Chap¬ 
ter)  ;  to  authorize  the  filing  of  informa¬ 
tion  statements  within  periods  of  time 
less  than  that  prescribed  in  Rule  14c— 5 
(a)  (8  240.14c-5(a)  of  this  Chapter) ;  and 
to  authorize  the  filing  of  information 
pursuant  to  Rule  14d-2(f)  (8  240.14d-2 
(f)  of  this  Chapter)  and  Rule  14f-l 
(8  240.14f-l  of  this  Chapter)  within 
periods  of  time  less  than  that  pre¬ 
scribed  in  those  sections. 

(5)  To  grant  or  deny  applications  filed 
pursuant  to  section  12(g)(1)  of  the  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  781(g)(1))  for  extensions  of 
time  within  which  to  file  registration 
statements  pursuant  to  that  section  and 
to  grant  or  deny  applications  filed  pur¬ 
suant  to  Rule  12b-25  (8  240.12b-25  of  this 
Chapter)  for  extensions  of  time  within 
which  to  file  information,  documents,  or 
reports,  provided  the  applicant  is  advised 
of  his  right  to  have  any  such  denial  re¬ 
viewed  by  the  Commission. 

(6)  To  accelerate  at  the  request  of  the 
issuer  the  effective  date  of  registration 
statements  filed  pursuant  to  section  12(g) 
of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C.  781(g)). 

(7)  To  issue  notices  of  applications  for 
exemptions  under  section  12(h)  of  the 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  781(h)). 


(8)  At  the  request  of  the  issuer  to 
accelerate  the  termination  of  registra¬ 
tion  of  any  class  of  equity  securities  as 
provided  in  section  12(g)  (4)  of  the  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  781(g)  (4)). 

(e)  To  designate  officers  empowered  to 
administer  oaths  and  affirmations,  sub¬ 
poena  witnesses,  compel  their  attend¬ 
ance,  take  evidence,  and  require  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  any  books,  papers,  corre¬ 
spondence,  memoranda,  contracts, 
agreements,  or  other  records  in  the 
course  of  any  examination  or  investiga¬ 
tion  instituted  by  the  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  19(b)  of  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77s  (b) ),  section 
21(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (15  U.S.C.  78u(b) ),  section  8(e)  of 
the  Securities  Act  of  1933  (15  U.S.C. 
77h(e) ) ,  and  section  42(b)  of  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C. 
80a— 41(b) ) . 

(f)  In  nonpublic  investigatory  pro¬ 
ceedings  within  the  responsibility  of  the 
Director,  to  grant  requests  of  persons  to 
procure  copies  of  the  transcript  of  their 
testimony  given  pursuant  to  Rule  6  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  Relating  to  In¬ 
vestigations  as  in  effect  subsequent  to 
November  16,  1972  (8  203.6  of  this 
Chapter). 

(g)  Notwithstanding  anything  in  the 
foregoing: 

(1)  Matters  arising  under  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C. 
80a-l,  et  seq.) ,  the  Securities  Act  of  1933 
(15  U.S.C.  77a,  et  seq.),  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C.  78a,  et 
seq.)  and  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of 

1939  (15  U.S.C.  77aaa,  et  seq.)  pertain¬ 
ing  to  investment  companies  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 

1940  are  not  within  the  scope  of  the 
functions  delegated  to  the  Director  of 
the  Division  of  Corporation  Finance,  ex¬ 
cept  those  arising  under  section  30(f) 
of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(15  U.S.C.  80a-29  (f ) ) . 

(2)  The  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Corporation  Finance  shall  have  the  same 
authority  with  respect  to  the  Securities 
Act  of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77a,  et  seq.) .  Regu¬ 
lation  A  (8  230.251,  et  seq.  of  this  Chap¬ 
ter)  ,  and  Regulation  F  (8  230.651,  et  seq. 
of  this  Chapter),- as  that  delegated  to 
each  Regional  Administrator  in  para¬ 
graphs  (a),  (b)  and  (d)  of  Article  30-6 
of  the  Commission’s  Statement  of  Or¬ 
ganization,  Conduct  and  Ethics,  and  In¬ 
formation  and  Requests  ( 8  200.30-6  of 
this  Chapter) . 

(3)  In  any  case  in  which  the  Director 
of  the  Division  of  Corporation  Finance 
believes  it  appropriate,  he  may  submit 
the  matter  to  the  Commission. 

§  200.30—5  Delegation  of  authority  to 
Director  of  Division  of  Investment 
Management. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Pub.  L. 
No.  87-592,  76  Stat.  394  (15  U.S.C.  78d- 
1,  78d-2),  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  hereby  delegates,  until  the 
Commission  orders  otherwise,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  functions  to  the  Director  of  the 
Division  of  Investment  Management,  to 
be  performed  by  him  or  under  his  direc¬ 
tion  by  such  person  or  persons  as  may 
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be  designated  from  time  to  time  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission: 

(a)  With  respect  to  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C.  80a-l, 
et  seq.) : 

(1)  To  issue  notices,  pursuant  to  Rule 
0-5(a)  (8  270.0-5 (a)  of  this  Chapter) , 
with  respect  to  applications  for  orders 
under  the  following  sections  of  the  Act 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder  and,  with  respect  to 
section  8(f)  (15  UJ3.C.  80a^8(f))  of  the 
Act,  in  cases  where  no  application  has 
been  filed,  where,  upon  examination,  the 
matter  does  not  appear  to  him  to  pre¬ 
sent  issues  not  previously  settled  by  the 
Commission  or  to  raise  questions  of  fact 
or  policy  Indicating  that  the  public  in¬ 
terest  or  the  interest  of  investors  requires 
that  a  hearing  be  held: 

(1)  Section  3(b)(2),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
3(b)(2). 

(ii)  Section  6(b),  15  U.S.C.  80a-6(b). 

(ill)  Section  6(c),  15  U.S.C.  80a-6(c). 

(iv)  Section  6(d) ,  15  U.S.C.  80a-6(d) . 

(v)  Section  6(e) ,  15  U.S.C.  80a-6(e) . 

(vi)  Section  7(d),  15  U.S.C.  80a-7(d). 

(vii)  Section  8(f),  15  U.S.C.  80a-8(f). 

(viii)  Section  10(e),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 

10(e). 

(lx)  Section  10(f) ,  15  U.S.C.  80a-10(f) . 

(x)  Section  11(a),  15  U.S.C.  80a-ll(a). 

(xi)  Section  12(g),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 

12(g). 

(xii)  Section  16(a),  15  U.S.C.  80ar- 
16(a). 

(xiii)  Section  17(b),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
17(b). 

(xiv)  Section  17(d),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
17(d). 

(xv)  Section  17(e),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
17(e). 

(xvi)  Section  17(f),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
17(f). 

(xvii)  Section  17(g),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
17(g). 

(xviii)  Section  18(j),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
18(j). 

(xlx)  Section  23(b),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
23(b). 

(xx)  Section  23(o),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
23(c). 

(xxi)  Section  28(0,  15  U.S.C.  80a- 

28(c).  * 

(xxii)  Section  31(d),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
30(d). 

(xxiii)  Section  32(c),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
31(c). 

(xxiv)  Section  45(a),  15  U.S.C.  80a- 
44(a). 

(2)  To  authorize  the  Issuance  of  orders 
where  a  notice,  pursuant  to  Rule  0-5 (a), 
(8  270.0-5 (a)  of  this  Chapter),  has  been 
issued  and  no  request  for  a  hearing  has 
been  received  from  any  Interested  person 
within  the  period  specified  in  the  notice 
and  the  matter  Involved  presents  no  issue 
that  he  believes  has  not  been  previously 
settled  by  the  Commission  and  it  does  not 
appear  to  him  to  be  necessary  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  or  the  interest  of  Investors 
that  a  hearing  be  held  (section  40(a)  of 
the  Act,  15  U.S.C.  80a-39(a) ) ; 

(3)  To  permit  the  withdrawal  of  appli¬ 
cations  pursuant  to  the  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
80a-l,  et-seq.) 
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(4)  In  connection  with  the  mailing  of 
reports  to  stockholders  and  the  filing 
with  the  Commission  of  registration 
statements  and  of  reports: 

(i)  To  grant  reasonable  extensions  of 
time,  upon  a  showing  of  good  cause  and 
that  it  would  not  be  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  or  inconsistent  with  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors',  and 

(ii)  To  deny  requests  for  extensions 
of  time,  provided  the  applicant  is  advised 
that  he  can  request  Commission  review 
of  any  such  denial. 

(5)  To  permit,  pursuant  to  Rule  20a- 
2(a)  (9)  (8  270.20a— 2(a)  (9)  of  this  Chap¬ 
ter),  the  omission  from  a  proxy  state¬ 
ment  of  a  registered  investment  company 
of  the  certification  of  the  balance  sheet 
of  the  investment  adviser  of  such  invest¬ 
ment  company  and,  if  the  Investment 
adviser  is  primarily  engaged  in  a  business 
other  than  the  underwriting  or  distribu¬ 
tion  of  investment  company  securities  or 
the  performance  of  advisory  services  to 
registered  investment  companies,  to  per¬ 
mit  the  summarization  or  omission  of 
such  balance  sheet. 

(6)  To  authorize  the  issuance  of  orders 
granting  confidential  treatment  pursuant 
to  section  45(a)  of  the  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
80a-44(a) )  where  applications  for  confi¬ 
dential  treatment  are  made  regarding 
matters  of  disclosure  in  registration 
statements  filed  pursuant  to  section  8  of 
the  Act  ( 15  U.S.C.  80a-8) ,  or  in  reports 
filed  pursuant  to  section  30  of  the  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  80a-29),  but  only  when  the 
Commission  has  previously  by  order 
granted  confidential  treatment  to  the 
same  information. 

(b)  With  respect  to  matters  pertain¬ 
ing  to  investment  companies  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  and  pooled  investment  funds  or  ac¬ 
counts  arising  under  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933,  the  Securities  Exchange  of  1934 
and  the  Trust  Indenture  Act  of  1939,  the 
same  functions  as  are  delegated  to  the 
Director  of  the  Division  of  Corporation 
Finance  in  regard  to  companies  other 
than  such  registered  investment  com¬ 
panies  In  sections  (a),  (c)  and  (d)  of  Ar¬ 
ticle  30-1  (8  200.30-1  of  this  Chapter)  of 
these  articles. 

.  (c)  With  respect  to  the  Securities  Act 
of  1933  and  Regulation  E  thereunder 
(8  230.601,  et  seq.  of  this  Chapter) : 

(1)  To  authorize  the  offering  of 
securities: 

(1)  Less  than  ten  days  subsequent  to 
the  filing  with  the  Commission  of  a  noti¬ 
fication  on  Form  1-E  ( 8  239.200  of  this 
Chapter)  pursuant  to  Rule  604(a) 
(8  230.604(a)  of  this  Chapter) ; 

(ii)  Less  than  ten  days  subsequent  to 
the  filing  of  an  amendment  to  a  notifi¬ 
cation  on  Form  1-E  (8  239.200  of  this 
Chapter)  pursuant  to  Rule  604(c) 
(§  230.604(c)  of  this  Chapter). 

(2)  To  authorize  the  use  of  a  revised  or 
amended  offering  circular  less  than  ten 
days  subsequent  to  the  filing  thereof 
pursuant  to  Rule  605(e)  (8  230.605(e)  of 
this  Chapter) , 

(3)  To  authorize  the  use  of  communi¬ 
cations  specified  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b) 
and  (c)  of  Rule  607  (8  230.607  of  this 
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Chapter) ,  less  than  five  days  subsequent 
to  the  filing  thereof. 

(4)  To  permit  the  withdrawal  of  any 
notification,  or  any  exhibit  or  other  doc¬ 
uments  filed  as  a  part  thereof,  pursuant 
to  Rule  604(d)  (8  230.604(d)  of  this 

Chapter) . 

(d)  To  issue  certifications  to  invest¬ 
ment  companies  which  are  principally 
engaged  in  the  furnishing  of  capital  to 
other  corporations  which  are  principally 
engaged  in  the  development  or  exploita¬ 
tion  of  inventions,  technological  im¬ 
provements,  new  processes,  or  products 
not  previously  generally  available,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  851(e)  of  the  Internal  Rev¬ 
enue  Code  of  1954  (26  U.S.C.  851(e)), 
where  applications  from  such  companies 
do  not  present  Issues  not  previously  set¬ 
tled  by  the  Commission  and  do  not  re¬ 
quire  a  hearing. 

(e)  With  respect  to  the  Investment 
Advisers  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C.  80b-l,  et 
seq.) : 

(1)  Pursuant  to  section  203(c)  of  the 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  80b-3(c)):  To  authorize 
the  issuance  of  orders  granting  registra¬ 
tion  of  Investment  advisers  within  45 
days  of  the  filing  of  an  application  for 
registration  as  an  investment  adviser  (or 
within  such  longer  period  as  to  which 
the  applicant  consents) . 

(2)  Pursuant  to  section  203(h)  of  the 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  80b-3(h)),  to  authorize 
the  issuance  of  orders  cancelling  regis¬ 
tration  of  investment  advisers,  or  appli¬ 
cations  for  registration,  if  such  invest¬ 
ment  advisers  or  applicants  for  registra¬ 
tion  are  no  longer  in  existence  or  are 
not  engaged  in  business  as  investment 
advisers. 

(f)  To  designate  officers  empowered  to 
administer  oaths  and  affirmations,  sub¬ 
poena  witnesses,  compel  their  attend¬ 
ance,  take  evidence,  and  require  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  any  books,  papers,  correspond¬ 
ence,  memoranda,  contracts,  agreements, 
or  other  records  in  the  course  of  investi¬ 
gations  instituted  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  209(b)  of  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Advisers  Act  of  1940  (15  U.8.C. 
80b-9(b) ) ,  section  42(b)  of  the  invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (15  U.S.C. 
80a-41(b)),  section  19(b)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933  (15  U.S.C.  77s(b)),  sec¬ 
tion  21(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C.  78u(b))  and  sec¬ 
tion  8(e)  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933 
(15  U.S.C.  77h(e)>. 

(g)  In  nonpublic  investigatory  pro¬ 
ceedings  within  the  responsibility  of  the 
Director,  to  grant  requests  of  persons  to 
procure  copies  of  the  transcript  of  their 
testimony  given  pursuant  to  Rule  6  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  Relating  to  In¬ 
vestigations  as  in  effect  subsequent  to 
November  16. 1972  (8  203.6  of  this  Chap¬ 
ter). 

(h)  Notwithstanding  anything  in  the 
foregoing: 

(1)  The  Director  of  the  Division  of  In¬ 
vestment  Management  shall  have  the 
curl  ties  Act  of  1933  (15  U.8.C.  77a,  et 
same  authority  with  respect  to  the  Se- 
seq.).  Regulation  A  (f  230.251,  et  seq.  of 
this  Chapter),  and  Regulation  F 
(8  230.651,  et  seq.  of  this  Chapter),  as 
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that  delegated  to  each  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator  in  paragraphs  (a),  (b>  and  (d) 
of  Article  30-6  of  the  Commission's 
Statement  of  Organization,  Conduct  and 
Ethics,  and  Information  and  Requests 
(S  200.30-6  of  this  Chapter). 

(2)  In  any  case  in  which  the  Director 
of  the  Division  of  Investment  Manage¬ 
ment  believes  it  appropriate,  he  may  sub¬ 
mit  the  matter  to  the  Commission. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  fore¬ 
going  actions  relate  solely  to  agency  or¬ 
ganization,  procedure  or  practice  and 
that  notice  and  procedures  under  6  UJB.C. 
553  are  unnecessary.  Accordingly,  the 
foregoing  actions,  which  were  taken 
pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  No.  87-592,  76  Stat. 
394  (15  UJ9.C.  78d-l,  78d-2),  became 
effective  on  April  2, 1976  with  respect  to 
the  name  change  and  on  May  3,  1976 
with  respect  to  the  transfer  of  functions 

By  the  Commission. 

Shirley  E.  Hollis, 
Assistant  Secretary 

Junk  22,  1976. 

[FB  Doo.76-20634  Filed  7-16-70,8:45  am] 


Title  29 — Labor 

CHAPTER  V— WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  524 — SPECIAL  MINIMUM  WAGES 
FOR  HANDICAPPED  WORKERS 

In  Competitive  Employment;  Corrections 

The  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  in  1974  by  Pub.  L.  93-259, 
changed  section  14(d)  of  the  Act  to  sec¬ 
tion  14(c). 

Section  524.1  of  Part  524  has  three  ref¬ 
erences  to  section  14(d)  and  8  524.12  has, 
one  such  reference  which,  in  view  of  the 
above  mentioned  change  in  the  law,  are 
hereby  changed  to  section  14(c) . 

Since  these  revisions  make  no  sub¬ 
stantive  changes  in  the  regulations  which 
would  affect  those  persons  or  organiza¬ 
tions  subject  to  the  regulations,  these  re¬ 
visions  shall  be  effective  July  16,  1976. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  9th 
day  of  July  1976. 

Ronald  J.  James, 
Administrator .  ~ 
Wage  and  Hour  Division 

[FR  Doc  76-20627  Filed  7-15-76:8:46  am] 


SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  LABOR 

COMPREHENSIVE  MANPOWER  PROGRAM 
AND  GRANTS  TO  HIGH  UNEMPLOYMENT 

Miscellaneous  Amendments;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  76-18414.  appearing  at  page 
26334  in  the  issue  of  Friday,  June  25. 
1976,  make  the  following  changes: 

1.  On  page  26358,  in  the  third  column, 
in  §  95.37  Training  for  lower  wage  indus¬ 
tries;  relocation  of  industries.,  paragraph 
(a) .  delete  the  entire  second  sentence; 
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2.  On  page  26367,  in  the  second  column, 
in  §  96.24  Maintenance  of  effort.,  final 
paragraph,  change  the  lettering  of  the 
final  paragraph  from  (1)  to  (j). 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  9th 
day  of  July.  1976. 

William  H.  Kolbeig, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  and  Training. 

(FR  Doc.76-20304  Filed  7-16-76:8:46  am] 


Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

(COD  3-76-14] 

PART  127— SECURITY  ZONES 

Establishment  of  Security  Zone,  Penns 
Landing,  Delaware  River,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  K.  O.  Wi- 
man.  Captain,  United  States  Coast 
Guard,  Captain  of  the  Port,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  has  issued  the  following  order 
establishing  a  Security  Zone  at  Penns 
Landing,  Delaware  River,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania:  “This  amendment  to  the 
Coast  Guard’s  Security  Zone  Regulations, 
establishes  the  West  German  Destroyer 
Hessen  and  the  navigable  waters  within 
50  yards  thereof  as  a  security  zone.  This 
security  zone  is  established  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  West  German  Chancellor’s 
visit  aboard  the  West  German  Destroyer 
Hessen. 

This  amendment  is  issued  without  pub¬ 
lication  of  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  &nd  this  amendment  is  effective  in 
less  than  30  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication.  because  this  security  zone  in¬ 
volves  a  foreign  affairs  function  of  the 
United  States. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
127  of  Title  33  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  3 127  - 

348,  to  read  as  follows : 

§  127.348  Penns  Landing,  Delaware 
River,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

The  waters  within  the  following 
boundary  is  a  security  zone.  The  area 
within  50  yards  of  the  West  German 
Destroyer  Hessen. 

(40  Stat.  220,  as  amended,  1,  63  Stat.  503, 
6(b),  80  Stat.  937,  50  US.C.  191,  14  OJ5.C.  91. 
49  UJ3.C.  1655(b).  E.O.  10173,  E.O.  10277, 
E.O.  10352,  E.O.  11249.  3  CFR,  1949-1953 
Comp.  356,  778,  873,  3  CFR,  1904-1965  Comp. 

349,  33  CFR  Part  6,  49  CFR  1.46(b).) 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  from  11:30  a.m.  July  17,  1976  to 
1:30  p.m.  July  17, 1976. 

Dated:  July  13, 1976. 

A.  F.  Fugaro, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  En¬ 
vironment  and  Systems. 

(FR  Doc  76-20788  Filed  7-15-76:8:46  am] 


Title  35— Panama  Canal 
CHAPTER  I— CANAL  ZONE  REGULATIONS 

PART  255— EMPLOYEE 
RESPONSIBILITIES  AND  CONDUCT 

Miscellaneous  Amendments  and 
Corrections 

This  document  makes  a  number  of 
editorial  changes  and  corrections  to  the 
regulations  concerning  the  responsibili¬ 
ties  and  conduct  of  employees  of  the 
Panama  Canal  agencies.  The  grade  level 
above  which  employees  must  obtain  per¬ 
mission  for  outside  employment  is  raised 
from  NM-4  to  NM-6  and  several  addi¬ 
tional  positions  are  added  to  the  lists  of 
employees  required  to  file  financial  state¬ 
ments. 

§  255.735—32  [Amended] 

1.  In  35  CFR  255.735-32,  paragraph  (c) 
is  amended  by  changing  the  name  “Cen¬ 
tral  Employment  Office"  to  read  “Cen¬ 
tral  Examining  Office." 

2.  Also  in  35  CFR  255.735-32,  para¬ 
graph  (f)  is  amended  by  changing  the 
phrase  “grades  NM-4  and  above  or  M-ll 
and  above”  to  read  “grades  NM-6  and 
above  or  MG-10  and  above.” 

§  255.735-33  [Amended] 

3.  In  35  CFR  255.735-33,  the  fifth  word 
in  the  penultimate  line  of  paragraph  (b) 
is  corrected  to  read  “law"  instead  of 
“low." 

§  255.735—40  [Amended] 

4.  In  35  CFR  255.735-40,  paragraph  Os) 
is  corrected  by  Inserting  a  final  paren¬ 
thesis  before  the  period  at  the  end  of 
this  paragraph. 

§255.735-41  [Amended] 

5.  In  35 CFR  255.735-41,  paragraph  (b) 
(3)  is  corrected  by  enclosing  in  paren¬ 
theses  the  numeral  used  to  Identify  this 
paragraph. 

§  255.735-52  [Amended] 

6.  In  35  CFR  255.735-52,  the  reference 
to  “8  255.735-2(c)"  1s  corrected  to  read 
“8  255.735-32  (c).” 

§  255.735—72  [Amended] 

7.  In  35  CFR  255.735-72,  the  llsf:  of  em¬ 
ployees  required  to  submit  statements  of 
employment  and  financial  interests  pur¬ 
suant  to  paragraph  (a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

Lieutenant  Governor. 

Secretary.  Panama  Canal  Company. 

Financial  Vice  President. 

Assistant  Financial  Vice  President, 

Chief,  Claims  Branch. 

Chief,  Rates  and  Analysis  Branch. 

Executive  Secretary. 

Deputy  Executive  Secretary. 

General  Counsel. 

Deputy  General  Counsel. 

Director,  Executive  Planning  Staff. 

Deputy  Director,  Executive  Planning  Staff. 
Marine  Director. 

Dejfuty  Marhie  Director. 
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Chairman,  Board  of  Local  Inspector*. 

Port  Captains. 

Director.  Admeasurement. 

Chief  Admeasurer,  Balboa. 

Chief,  Transit  Operations  Division.  -- 
Transportation  and  Terminals  Director. 
Deputy  Transportation  and  Terminate  Direc¬ 
tor. 

General  Manager,  Terminate  Division. 
Superintendent,  Motor  Transportation  Divi¬ 
sion. 

Assistant  Superintendent,  Motor  Transporta¬ 
tion  Division. 

Engineering  and  Construction  Director. 
Deputy  Engineering  and  Construction  Direc¬ 
tor. 

Chief,  Construction  Division- 
Chief,  Industrial  Division. 

Chief,  Engineering  Division. 

Assistant  Chief,  Engineering  Division. 

Chief.  Specifications  and  Estimating  Branch. 
Supply  and  Community  Service  Director. 
Deputy  Supply  and  Community  Service  Di¬ 
rector. 

Chief,  Community  Services  Division. 

General  Manager,  Supply  Division. 

Assistant  to  General  Manager,  Supply  Divi¬ 
sion. 

General  Merchandise  Manager. 
Superintendent,  Marketing  Branch 
Chief,  Division  of  Storehouses. 

Chief,  Procurement  Division. 

Chief,  Division  of  Veterinary  Medicine. 

8.  Also  In  35  CFR  255.735-72.  the  list 
of  employees  required  to  submit  state¬ 
ments  of  employment  and  financial  In¬ 
terests  pursuant  to  paragraph  (b)  Is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

Personnel  Director. 

Deputy  Personnel  Director. 

Chief,  Personnel  Operations  Division 
Civil  Affairs  Director. 

Deputy  Civil  Affairs  Director 
Chief.  Customs  Division. 

Chief,  Police  Division. 

Chief,  Internal  Security  Office. 

Panama  Canal  Information  Officer 
Health  Director. 

Effective  date:  These  amendments  are 
effective  June  7, 1976. 

(3  C.Z.C.  101.  131.  76A  Stat.  14-18:  8.0  11233 
of  May  8, 1966;  6  CTO  736.104) 

Dated:  June  7. 1976. 

H.  R.  Pamttt, 

Governor  of  the  Canal  Zone, 
President.  Panama  Canal 
Company. 

[  FR  Doc.76-20466  filed  7- 14-76; 8: 45  am] 


Title  36 — Parks,  Forests  and  Public 
Property 

CHAPTER  II— FOREST  SERVICE, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

PAlrr  292— NATIONAL  RECREATION 
AREAS 

Subport  C — Sawtooth  National  Recreation 
Area — Private  Lands 

Private  Land  Use  Category 
Reclassification 

Section  4(a)  of  the  Act  of  August  22, 
1972  (86  Stat.  6131,  provides  that  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  make  and 
publish  regulations  setting  standards  for 
the  use,  subdivision  and  development  of 
privately  owned  property  within  the 
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boundaries  of  the  Sawtooth  National 
Recreation  Area.  Idaho.  This  private 
lands  regulation  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  29,  1974  (39 
FR  11544). 

Proposed  amendment  to  the  Land  Use 
Category  Map,  dated  December  15,  1973, 
included  by  reference  in  1 292.15(a)  of 
the  private  lands  regulation,  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
26.  1976  (41  FR  17397) . 

Interested  persons  were  given  the  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  In  the  rulemak¬ 
ing  through  the  submission  of  comments. 
JjTo  comments  regarding  the  proposed 
private  land  use  category  reclassification 
were  received. 

The  adopted  amendment  makes  the 
following  changes  In  land  use  categories 
within  the  Sawtooth  National  Recrea¬ 
tion  Area: 

SAWTOOTH  CITY  DESIGNATED  COMMUNITY 

1.  Smiley  Creek  Subdivision  No.  5:  Exclude 
lots  C-l,  C— 3,  C-3,  C-4,  C-6,  0-6.  C-7,  and 
C-8  from  Designated  Community  category 
and  reclassify  to  Agriculture — 5.78  acres. 

2.  Smiley  Creek  Subdivision  No.  3:  Exclude 
lots  3,  3,  4,  13.  and  81  from  Designated  Com¬ 
munity  category  and  reolaeslfy  to  Agricul¬ 
ture — 2.28  acres. 

3.  Airport  Subdivision:  Exclude  total  sub¬ 
division  from  Designated  Community  cate¬ 
gory  and  reclassify  to  Agriculture — 7.169 
acres. 

4.  Sawtooth  City  Airport:  Exclude  in  en¬ 
tirety  from  Designated  Community  category 
and  reclassify  to  Commercial — 40.00  acres. 

5.  Justus  Properties:  Exclude  in  entirety 
from  Designated  Community  category  and 
reclassify  to  Residential — 80.00  scree. 

Total  removed  from  Designated  Commu¬ 
nity  category  and  reclassified — 138339  acres. 

LOWES  STANLEY  DESIGNATED  COMMUNITY 

1.  Gateway  Subdivision:  Add  lots  1,  3,  3,  4, 
and  Gateway  Village  (Block  2);  lots  3,  4,  5. 

6.  and  7  (Block  8)  and  lots  3,  8,  and  7  (Block 
1)  to  the  Designated  Community  classifica¬ 
tion.  All  are  presently  classified  as  Com¬ 
mercial  (outside) — 6.33  acres. 

3.  Add  tbat  portion  of  tbe  Farrell  property 
which  Is  presently  classified  as  Commercial 
(outside)  to  the  Designated  Community 
classification — 3.00  acres. 

Total  added  to  Designated  Community 
classification — 8.33  acres. 

These  changes  correspond  to  those 
listed  in  the  Development  Plans  for 
Sawtooth  City  and  Lower  Stanley.  These 
Plans  are  on  file  and  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  in  the  office  of  the  Area 
Ranger,  Sawtooth  National  Recreation 
Area,  Ketch  um,  Idaho. 

The  boundary  changes  in  the  Saw¬ 
tooth  City  Designated  Community  are 
deemed  necessary  for  the  following  rea¬ 
sons.  The  removal  of  the  residential  lots 
adjacent  to  UJ3.  Highway  93  from  the 
Designated  Community  category  and  re¬ 
classification  to  Agriculture  will  prevent 
intrusion  upon  the  pastoral  scene, 
preserve  esthetic  qualities,  and  eliminate 
traffic  safety  hazards.  The  Sawtooth  City 
airport  is  being  reclassified  to  Commer¬ 
cial  category,  and  will  continue  to  be 
operated  in  support  of  the  purposes  for 
which  the  Sawtooth  National  Recreation 
Area  was  established.  The  removal  of  80 
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acres  from  the  Designated  Community 
category  and  reclassification  to  Residen¬ 
tial  will  allow  controlled  development 
compatible  with  the  Interests  of  both 
Sawtooth  City  and  the  standards  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  Sawtooth  National  Recrea  - 
tion  Area. 

.  The  boundary  changes  for  the  Lower 
Stanley  Designated  Community  will  add 
8.33  acres  presently  classified  as  Com¬ 
mercial  (outside)  to  the  Designated 
Community  category.  This  will  permit 
Lower  Stanley  to  assist  In  the  control  of 
development  and  use  of  those  properties 
so  that  Impacts  of  ultimate  development 
will  be  within  acceptable  limits  (for  the 
protection  of  scenic,  recreational,  nat¬ 
ural,  historic  pastoral,  and  fish  and  wild¬ 
life  values  of  the  area) .  while  providing 
essential  community  services. 

Therefore,  §  292.15(a)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  292.15  General  provisions— proce¬ 
dures. 

(a)  Classification  of  Private  Prop¬ 
erty. — For  the  purpose  of  establishing 
specific  standards  aplicable  to  the  several 
parcels  of  private  land  within  the  bound¬ 
aries,  such  properties  are  classified  and 
assigned  to  land  use  categories  as  shown 
on  the  Land  Use  Category  Map,  dated 
December  15,  1973,  as  amended  July  16. 
1976,  on  file  and  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  the  office  of  the  Area  Ranger, 
Sawtooth  National  Recreation  Area, 
Ketch  um,  Idaho.  The  classification  of 
private  properties  is  based  on  evaluation 
of  scenic,  natural,  historic,  pastoral, 
wildlife,  and  other  values. 

(Sec.  4(a),  Act  of  August  22,  1972  (  86  Stat. 
613).) 

Robert  W.  Long,  * 

Assistant  Secretary  . 

Jutv-13,  1976. 

|  FR  Doc.76-20525  Filed  7-16-76:8:45  am]  \ 


Title  42— Public  Health 

CHAPTER  I— PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE, 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCA 

TION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCH AFTER  D — GRANTS 

PART  54— GRANTS  FOR  COMMUNITY 
MENTAL  HEALTH  CENTERS 

PART  56b— GRANTS  FOR  REGIONAL 
MEDICAL  PROGRAMS 

Interim  Rule 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.76-18783,  appearing  at  page 
26906  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  June  30. 
1976,  make  the  following  corrections: 

1.  On  page  26908,  in  the  first  column, 
change  the  effective  date,  which  appears 
in  both  the  second  and  third  paragraph, 
from  “July  30,  1976”  to  “June  30,  1976“ 

2.  Also  on  page  26908,-in  the  first 
column,  insert  the  word  “those”  between 
the  words  “under”  and  "grants”,  in  the 
next  to  the  last  line  of  the  second  para¬ 
graph. 

3.  Change  the  last  name  of  the  signa¬ 
ture  from  “Copper”  to  “Cooper”. 
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PART  57— GRANTS  FOR  CONSTRUCTION 
OF  HEALTH  RESEARCH  FACILITIES  (IN¬ 
CLUDING  MENTAL  RETARDATION  RE¬ 
SEARCH  FACILITIES),  TEACHING  FACIL¬ 
ITIES,  STUDENT  LOANS,  EDUCATIONAL 
IMPROVEMENT  AND  SCHOLARSHIPS 

Grants  for  Health  Manpower  Education 
Initiative  Projects 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  April  30, 
1975  (40  FR  18790),  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Health,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  proposed  to  amend  Part  57  by 
adding  a  new  Subpart  AA  to  implement 
section  774(a)  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  295f-4(a)).  That 
section  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  to  award 
grants  to  public  or  nonprofit  private 
health  or  educational  entities  for  proj¬ 
ects  to  improve  the  distribution,  supply, 
quality,  utilization,  and  efficiency  of 
health  personnel  and  the  health  services 
delivery  system. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  the 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  submission  of  comments 
on  or  before  May  30,  1975.  The  following 
is  a  summary  of  the  comments  received 
and  the  response  to  such  comments : 

1.  Several  comments  concerned  the 
designation  of  health  personnel  shortage 
areas  as  defined  in  §  57.2602(h)  of  the 
proposed  regulations.  One  of  these  com¬ 
ments  recommended  that  the  Depart¬ 
ment  develop  a  single  set  of  criteria  for 
designating  shortage  areas  which  could 
be  applied  to  all  relevant  programs.  The 
Department  recognizes  the  need  for  such 
a  set  of  criteria  and  is  currently  in  the 
process  of  developing  one. 

As  an  interim  measure,  however,  the 
criteria  for  designating  shortage  areas 
for  purposes  of  section  774(a)  of  the  Act 
are  consistent  with  the  criteria  which 
have  been  prescribed  for  designating 
shortage  areas  under  sections  741(f)  and 
836(h)  (formerly  section  823(h) )  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  for  purposes 
of  the  health  professions  and  nursing 
student  loan  repayment  prqgrams.  (Such 
criteria  are  set  forth  in  the  regulations 
implementing  these  programs  at  42  CFR 
57.216(a)(5)  and  57.316(b)(5).)  Fur¬ 
thermore,  inasmuch  as  the  criteria  for 
health  personnel  shortage  areas  are 
consistent  with  the  criteria  for  shortage 
areas  under  section  741(f)  of  the  Act,  for 
purposes  of  projects  under  this  subpart, 
the  Department  will  generally  be  using 
with  respect  to  health  professions  prac¬ 
titioners  the  shortage  areas  designated 
under  section  741(f)  of  the  Act  and  areas 
designated  under  section  329(b)  of  the 
Act  as  having  critical  health  manpower 
shortages  for  purposes  of  assigning  Na¬ 
tional  Health  Sendee  Corps  personnel 
to  such  areas.  With  respect  to  nurses  and 
other  health  personnel,  the  Department 
will  make  a  separate  determination  of 
shortage  areas  based  upon  the  criteria 
specified  in  the  regulations. 

Another  comment  requested  a  fuller 
explanation  of  the  criteria  included  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  for  designating 
health  personnel  shortage  areas.  The 
first  criterion — “the  latest  reliable  statis¬ 
tical  data  available  to  (the  Secretary) 


regarding  numbers  of  health  personnel 
and  the  population  to  be  served  by  such 
personnel” — refers  to  data  concerning 
current  health  manpower  needs  relative 
to  population  as  obtained  from  the  U.S. 
Bureau  of  the  Census,  State  health  au¬ 
thorities,  health  planning  groups,  and 
professional  associations.  “Inaccessibility 
of  medical  services,”  the  second  crite¬ 
rion,  is  based  upon  such  factors  as  trans¬ 
portation  difficulty,  travel  times,  and  the 
ability  of  existing  health  resources  to 
meet  the  area’s  demands.  The  third  cri¬ 
terion — “particular  local  health  prob¬ 
lems” — pertains  to  the  health  problems 
peculiar  to  a  specific  geographic  area  due 
to  socio-economic,  demographic,  and  en¬ 
vironmental  factors  of  life  in  such  area. 
Section  57.2602(j)  of  the  final  regula¬ 
tions  has  been  revised  to  include  these 
clarifications.  The  same  commentator 
asked  for  a  clarification  of  the  types  of 
geographic  units  which  would  constitute 
health  personnel  shortage  areas.  Such 
areas,  like  those  areas  designated  under 
sections  741(f)  and  329(b)  of  the  Act,  in¬ 
clude  counties,  urban  inner  city  areas, 
communities,  and  other  appropriate  geo¬ 
graphic-political  units. 

The  final  comment  concerning  the 
designation  of  health  personnel  shortage 
areas  suggested  that  the  procedure  for 
designating  areas  include  the  acquisition 
of  health  manpower  data  from  the 
States.  As  pointed  out  above,  the  statisti¬ 
cal  data  which  the  Secretary  utilizes  in 
designating  shortage  areas  includes  cur¬ 
rent  health  manpower  data  obtained 
from  the  States.  Furthermore,  areas 
which  were  designated  under  sections 
741(f)  and  329(b)  of  the  Act  and  which 
will  be  used  for  purposes  of  health  man¬ 
power  education  initiative  projects  with 
respect  to  health  professions  practition¬ 
ers  were  designated  as  shortage  areas 
after  consultation  with  State  health  au¬ 
thorities.  (See  regulations  implementing 
these  programs  at  42  CFR  57.216(a)  (5) 
and  23.4.) 

2.  One  comment  concerned  §  57.2606 
(b)  of  the  proposed  regulations  which 
provided  for  funding  priority  to  be  given 
to  certain  projects  in  fiscal  year  1975. 
The  comment  suggested  including  train¬ 
ing  for  laboratory  practitioners  in  the 
training  programs  eligible  for  such 
priority.  While  the  provision  in  question 
applied  only  to  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1975,  and  has  therefore  been 
deleted  from  the  final  regulations,  it 
should  be  pointed  out  that  projects  in¬ 
volving  the  training  of  laboratory  prac¬ 
titioners  may  be  supported  under  section 
774(a)  of  the  Act.  The  term  “health 
personnel”  as  used  in  the  statute  and 
regulations  includes  persons  trained  in 
the  health  professions,  nurses,  and  aux¬ 
iliary  personnel.  A  definition  of  "health 
personnel”  has  been  added  to  the  final 
regulations  (see  8  57.2602(h))  which  is 
Intended  to  provide  examples,  rather 
than  an  exhaustive  list,  of  such  auxiliary 
personnel  for  purposes  of  participation 
in  health  manpower  education  initiative 
projects. 

3.  One  comment  suggested  that  pro¬ 
posed  projects  for  training  programs  for 
heal’h  professions  students  and  students 


in  physician  extender  programs  in 
health  personnel  shortage  areas  designed 
to  Improve  distribution  by  geographic 
area  or  specialty  should  be  evaluated  in 
terms  of  the  probable  effect  of  such  a 
training  program  on  the  overall  health 
care  resources  of  the  community  in 
which  it  is  located  lest  such  a  program 
Impose  further  burdens  on  both  physi¬ 
cians  and  the  public  in  an  area  already 
deficient  in  health  care  services.  Al¬ 
though  this  suggestion  was  made  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  type  of  project  to  be 
accorded  funding  priority  in  fiscal  year 
1975  under  proposed  8  57.2606(b)(1),  it 
has  general  applicability  to  projects 
which  can  be  supported  under  section 
774(a)(1)(A)  of  the  Act  and  8  57.2601 
(a)  of  the  regulations.  The  Department 
agrees  that  this  factor  should  be  con¬ 
sidered  and  has  therefore  revised  8  57.- 
2606  of  the  proposed  regulations  pertain¬ 
ing  to  evaluation  and  grant  awards  to 
provide  that  with  respect  to  applications 
for  projects  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
section  774(a)(1)(A)  of  the  Act  and 
§  57.2601(a)  of  the  regulations,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  will  take  into  consideration  the 
potential  effect  of  the  proposed  project 
on  the  overall  health  care  resources  of 
the  area  in  which  it  will  be  conducted. 
(See  8  57.2606(a)(5).) 

The  same  comment  went  on  to  sug¬ 
gest  that  consideration  be  given  to  limit¬ 
ing  the  conduct  of  training  programs  to 
established  Institutions  where  appropri¬ 
ate  physical,  clinical,  and  faculty  re¬ 
sources  already  exist.  While  the  regula¬ 
tions  do  not  require  projects  to  conduct 
their  training  programs '  in  established 
institutions  (since  such  a  requirement 
potentially  could  preclude  support  for 
some  innovative  and  meritorious  pro¬ 
posals),  they  provide  that  applications 
must  contain  “evidence  satisfactory  to 
the  Secretary  that  the  applicant  will 
have  available  adequate  qualified  faculty, 
staff,  equipment,  and  facility  resources, 
including  an  appropriate  setting  or  set¬ 
tings  for  the  conduct  of  any  proposed 
program.”  (See  8  57.2605(KT.) 

In  addition  to  the  above  changes,  the 
proposed  regulations  have  been  revised 
as  follows: 

1.  As  mentioned  above,  8  57.2606(b)  of 
the  proposed  regulations  pertaining  to 
the  funding  priority  for  fiscal  year  1975 
has  been  deleted  from  the  final  regula¬ 
tions.  It  is  anticipated  that  from  time 
to  time  the  Secretary  may  decide  that 
certain  types  of  projects  authorized  by 
section  774(a)  of  the  Act  should  be  given 
funding  priority,  based  upon  his  deter¬ 
mination  of  prevailing  national  health 
manpower  needs.  Accordingly,  8  57.2606 
(a)  (3)  of  the  proposed  regulations, 
which  provides  that  the  Secretary  in 
awarding  grants  will  take  into  consider¬ 
ation  the  local  and  national  needs  which 
the  particular  project  proposes  to  serve, 
has  been  revised  to  provide  further  that 
such  national  needs  may  be  determined 
periodically  by  the  Secretary  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

2.  The  definition  of  “health  personnel 
shortage  areas”  in  8  57.2602(h)  of  the 
proposed  regulations  has  been  revised  by 
replacing  the  terms  “persons  trained  in 
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the  health  professions”  and  "health 
professions  practitioners"  with  the  term 
‘‘health  personnel,"  which  Is  the  term 
used  in  the  statute  and  which  clarifies 
that  not  only  persons  trained  In  the 
health  professions  but  also  persons 
trained  In  nursing  and  related  health 
fields  (such  as  physicians’  assistants, 
dental  therapists,  dietitians,  and  pediat¬ 
ric  nurse  practitioners)  are  included. 
(The  definition  has  been  renumbered 
$  57.2602 (j)  in  the  final  regulations.)  In 
addition,  definitions  of  "health  person¬ 
nel"  and  “persons  trained  in  the  health 
professions"  have  been  added  to  the  reg¬ 
ulations.  (See  5  57.2602  (h)  and  (i)  of 
the  final  regulations.) 

3.  Section  57.2606(c)  of  the  proposed 
regulations  required  grantees  to  share  in 
the  cost  of  projects  supported  under  sec¬ 
tion  774(a)  of  the  Act  at  the  minimum 
rate  of  10  percent  of  the  total  project 
costs  for  the  first  year  of  a  project,  25 
percent  of  such  costs  for  the  second  year 
of  such  project,  and  40  percent  for  such 
costs  for  the  last  year  of  such  project. 
The  Department,  however,  has  recon¬ 
sidered  the  merit  of  this  proposed  re¬ 
quirement  and  has  concluded  that  in 
some  cases  it  could  prove  unduly  onerous 
and  have  the  effect  of  discouraging  in¬ 
novative  proposals  from  projects.  There¬ 
fore,  the  Department  has  decided  to  re¬ 
quire  instead  that  for  each  year  of  a 
project  supported  under  this  program  the 
grantee  bear  a  minimum  of  ten  percent 
of  the  total  costs  of  the  project.  Finan¬ 
cial  participation  by  grantees  above  the 
required  level  Is  encouraged,  however, 
and  the  Secretary  in  awarding  grants 
will  take  into  consideration  “the  sound¬ 
ness  of  the  (project’s)  fiscal  plan  for 
assuring  effective  utilization  of  grant 
funds  and  the  potential  of  the  project  to 
continue  on  a  self-sustaining  basis.”  (See 
§  57.2606(a)  (7)  of  the  regulations 
(§  57.2606(a)  (6)  of  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations)  .) 

4.  Section  57.2608  of  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulations  has  been  revised  to  prohibit 
recipients  of  grant  funds  under  section 
774(a)  of  the  Act  from  using  such  funds 
for  religious  purposes.  In  addition,  S  57.- 
2609  of  the  proposed  regulations,  "Non¬ 
discrimination,"  has  been  revised  to  in¬ 
clude  a  provision  prohibiting  grantees 
from  discriminating  on  the  basis  of  reli¬ 
gion  in  the  admission  of  individuals  to 
their  training  programs. 

5.  Section  57.2610  of  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulations,  "Inventions  or  discoveries,”  has 
been  deleted  from  the  final  regulations 
inasmuch  as  the  relevant  requirements 
are  contained  in  45  CFR  Part  74,  Subpart 
O,  which  is  applicable  to  grants  made 
under  this  subpart  by  virtue  of  8  57.2612 
of  the  regulations  (8  57.2613  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulations) .  The  subsequent  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  regulations  have  been  re¬ 
numbered.  In  addition,  the  portion  of 
8  57.2612(b)  of  the.  proposed  regulations 
dealing  with  accounting  for  copyright 
royalties  by  other  than  State  and  local 
governments  has  been  revised  to  bring 
that  section  into  conformity  with  current 
PHS  policy.  (See  8  57.2611(b)  of  the  final 
regulations.) 


6.  Several  minor  changes  of  an  edi¬ 
torial  or  technical  nature  have  also  been 
made  in  the  regulations  as  proposed. 

Accordingly,  a  new  Subpart  AA  is 
added  to  42  CFR  Part  57  and  is  adopted 
as  set  forth  below. 


information  for,  (2)  the  planning,  de¬ 
velopment,  demonstration,  establishment, 
or  maintenance  of,  or  (3)  the  alteration 
or  renovation  of  existing  facilities  for. 
any  of  the  purposes  described  above. 

§  57.2602  Definitions. 


Effective  date:  These  regulations  are 
effective  on  July  16,  1976. 

Dated:  June  16,  1976. 

James  F.  Dickson, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health. 

Approved:  July  7.  1976. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary.  - 

Subpart  AA — Grants  for  Health  Manpower 
Education  Initiative  Projects 

Sec. 

67.2601  Applicability. 

67.2602  Definitions. 

67.2603  Eligibility. 

67.2604  Application. 

67.2605  Project  requirements. 

57.2606  Evaluation  and  grant  awards. 

57.2607  Grant  payments. 

57.2608  Expenditure  of  grant  funds 

57.2609  Nondiscrimination. 

57.2610  Publications  and  copyright. 

57.2611  Grantee  accountability. 

57.2612  Applicability  of  45  CFR  Part  74. 

57.2613  Additional  conditions. 

Authority:  Sec.  216,  58  Stat.  690  (42  U.S.C. 
216);  sec.  774(a),  as  amended,  85  Stat.  446, 
(42  UJ3.C.  295f-4(a) ). 

§  57.2601  Applicability. 

The  regulations  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  award  of  grants  to  public 
or  nonprofit  private  health  or  educa¬ 
tional  entities  under  section  774(a)  of 
the  Public  Health  Service  Act  to  assist 
in  meeting  the  costs  of  projects  to: 

(a)  Encourage  the  establishment  or 
maintenance  of  programs  to  alleviate 
shortages  of  health  personnel  in  areas 
designated  by  the  Secretary  as  health 
personnel  shortage  areas  through  train¬ 
ing  or  retraining  such  personnel  in  fa¬ 
cilities  located  in  such  areas  or  to  other¬ 
wise  Improve  the  distribution  of  health 
personnel  by  geographic  area  or  by  spe¬ 
cialty  group: 

(b)  Provide  training  programs  lead¬ 
ing  to  more  efficient  utilization  of  health 
personnel: 

(c)  Initiate  new  types  and  patterns 
or  improve  existing  patterns  of  training, 
retraining,  continuing  education,  and 
advanced  training  of  health  personnel, 
including  teachers,  administrators,  spe¬ 
cialists,  and  paraprofessionals  (particu¬ 
larly  physicians’  assistants,  dental  thera¬ 
pists,  and  pediatric  nurse  practitioners) ; 

(d)  Encourage  new  or  more  effective 
approaches  to  the  organization  and  de¬ 
livery  of  health  services  (including  emer¬ 
gency  medical  services)  through  training 
individuals  in  the  use  of  the  team  ap¬ 
proach  to  delivery  of  health  services  (in¬ 
cluding  emergency  medical  services)  and 
otherwise; 

(e)  Assist  State,  local,  or  other  re¬ 
gional  arrangements  among  schools  and 
related  organizations  and  institutions  to 
carry  out  any  of  the  above  purposes:  or 

(f)  Provide  for  (1)  the  discovery,  col¬ 
lection,  development  or  confirmation  of 


As  used  in  this  subpart: 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  amended. 

(b)  "Secretary”  means  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  and 
any  other  officer  or  employee  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  to  whom  the  authority  involved  has 
been  delegated. 

(c)  “Council”  means  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  on  Health  Professions  Ed¬ 
ucation  (established  by  section  725  of  the 
Act). 

(d)  "Budget  period”  means  the  inter¬ 
val  of  time  into  which  the  project  period 
is  divided  for  budgetary  purposes,  as 
specified  in  the  grant  award  document. 

(e)  “Project  period”  means  the  total 
time  for  which  support  for  a  project  has 
been  approved,  as  specified  in  the  grant 
award  document. 

(f)  "Health  or  educational  entity” 
means  a  public  agency  or  organization  or 
a  private  nonprofit  organization  which 
has  the  provision  of  health  or  educational 
programs  as  one  of  its  major  functions. 

(g)  "Nonprofit”  as  applied  to  any 
health  or  educational  entity  means  one 
which  is  a  corporation  or  association,  or 
is  owned  and  operated  by  one  or  more 
corporations  or  associations,  no  part  of 
the  net  earnings  of  which  inures  or  may 
lawfully  inure,  to  the  benefit  of  any  pri¬ 
vate  shareholder  or  individual. 

(h)  “Health  personnel”  means  persons 
trained  in  the  health  professions,  nurs¬ 
ing,  and  related  fields  (including  but 
hot  limited  to  physicians’  assistants,  den¬ 
tal  therapists,  dietitians,  and  pediatric 
nurse  practitioners) . 

(I)  “Persons  trained  in  the  health  pro¬ 
fessions”  means  persons  who  have  re¬ 
ceived  a  degree  of  doctor  of  medicine, 
doctor  of  dental  surgery  or  an  equivalent 
degree,  doctor  of  osteopathy,  doctor  of 
optometry  or  an  equivalent  degree,  doc¬ 
tor  of  podiatry  or  an  equivalent  degree, 
bachelor  of  science  in  pharmacy  or  an 
equivalent  degree,  or  doctor  of  veterinary 
medicine  or  an  equivalent  degree. 

(J)  “Health  personnel  shortage  areas” 
means  areas  designated  by  the  Secretary 
as  having  a  need  for  and  shortage  of 
health  personnel,  based  upon  considera¬ 
tion  of,  among  other  pertinent  factors: 

(1)  The  latest  reliable  statistical  data  ! 
available  to  him  regarding  numbers  of 
health  personnel  and  the  population  to 
be  served  by  such  personnel;  (2)  inacces¬ 
sibility  of  medical  services  to  the  resi¬ 
dents  of  the  area,  based  upon  such  fac¬ 
tors  as  transportation  difficulty,  travel 
times,  and  the  ability  of  existing  health 
resources  to  meet  area  demands;  and 
(3)  particular  local  health  problems, 
based  upon  socio-economic,  demographic, 
environmental,  and  other  such  factors 
affecting  the  area. 

§  57.2603  Eligibility.  j  | 

To  be  eligible  for  a  grant  under  this  1 
subpart  an  applicant  shall: 
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(a)  Be  a  public  or  nonprofit  private 
health  or  educational  entity;  and 

(b)  Be  located  in  a  State,  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  Puerto  Rico,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  the  Canal  Zone,  Guam,  Amer¬ 
ican  Samoa,  or  the  Trust  Territory  of  the 
Pacific  Islands. 

§  57.2604  Application. 

Each  eligible  health  or  educational  en¬ 
tity  desiring  a  grant  award  under  this 
subpart  shall  submit  an  application  in 
such  form  and  at  such  time  as  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  prescribe.1  The  application 
shall  contain  a  full  description  of  the 
project  and  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
applicant  intends  to  conduct  the  project 
and  carry  out  the  requirements  of  this 
subpart,  a  budget  and  justification  of  the 
amount  of  grant  funds  requested,  and 
such  other  pertinent  information  as  the 
Secretary  may  require.  Such  application 
shall  be  executed  by  an  individual 
authorized  to  act  for  the  applicant  and 
to  assume  for  the  applicant  the  obliga¬ 
tions  imposed  by  the  regulations  of  this 
subpart  and  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
any  award. 

§  57.2605  Project  requirement*. 

To  be  considered  for  approval  under 
this  subpart,  an  application  shall,  at  a 
minimum,  meet  each  of  the  following 
requirements: 

(a)  Propose  a  project  to  improve  the 
distribution,  supply,  quality,  utilization, 
and  efficiency  of  health  personnel  and 
the  health  services  delivery  system  by 
promoting  one  or  more  of  the  purposes 
specified  in  section  774(a)  of  the  Act. 

(b)  Provide  evidence  (including,  as 
appropriate,  supporting  statistical  data) 
satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of  the  need 
for  the  particular  type  of  project  pro¬ 
posed. 

(c)  Describe  the  current  efforts  being 
made  in  the  geographical  area  of  the 
proposed  project  to  meet  the  need  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section, 
including  the  applicant’s  own  efforts  to 
meet  such  need. 

(d)  Set  forth  measurable  objectives 
for  the  proposed  project  which  are  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  of  section  774 
(a)  of  the  Act,  including  specific  objec¬ 
tives  for  alleviating  health  manpower 
shortages,  improving  distribution  of 
health  personnel  by  area  or  specialty 
group,  and  promoting  interdisciplinary 
team  training. 

(e)  Provide  a  detailed  plan  for  achiev¬ 
ing  the  stated  objectives  of  the  proposed 
project. 

(f)  Describe  the  collaborative  ar¬ 
rangements  if  any,  required  for  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  project,  indicating  whether 
such  arrangements  have  been  accom¬ 
plished  or  are  proposed  as  an  objective 
of  the  project. 

(g)  With  respect  to  any  proposed 
training  program,  provide  evidence  satis¬ 
factory  to  the  Secretary  that,  where  such 


1  Applications  and  Instructions  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Special  Programs  Staff,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Health  Manpower,  Health  Resources 
Administration.  Department  of  Health,  Bd- 
u cation,  and  Welfare,  9000  Rockville  Pike, 
Betbesda,  Maryland  30014. 


exist,  the  proposed  program  meets  rele¬ 
vant  standards  and  guidelines  established 
by  appropriate: 

„  (1)  Accrediting  bodies  recognized  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Education,  or 

(2)  Federal  or  State  agencies,  or 

(3)  Professional  associations;  unless 
the  Secretary  determines,  for  demonstra¬ 
tion  purposes,  that  the  requirement  of 
this  paragraph  should  be  waived  on  an 
application  by  application  basis. 

(h)  Provide  evidence  satisfactory  to 
the  Secretary  that  the  applicant  will 
have  available  adequate  qualified  faculty, 
staff,  equipment,  and  facility  resources, 
including  an  appropriate  setting  or  set¬ 
tings  for  the  clinical  experience  required 
for  the  conduct  of  any -proposed  program. 

(i)  Describe  a  methodology  for  evalu¬ 
ating  the  proposed  project  in  relation  to 
the  stated  objectives,  both  general  and 
specific. 

(j)  Provide  a  detailed  budget  for  the 
proposed  project,  including  the  appli¬ 
cant’s  share  of  the  costs. 

(k)  Describe  the  existing  financial  re¬ 
sources  available  to  the  applicant  to  as¬ 
sure  the  sound  establishment  and  con¬ 
tinued  maintenance  of  the  proposed 
project. 

(l)  Describe  the  extent  to  which  the 
applicant  has  sought  or  obtained  funds 
available  under  other  Federal  programs 
and  from  non-Federal  sources  for  the 
conduct  of  the  proposed  project. 

(m)  Provide  a  timetable  for  carrying 
out  the  activities  of  the  proposed  project, 
including  a  plan  for  continuing  them  be¬ 
yond  the  project  period. 

§  57.2606  Evaluation  and  grant  awards. 

(а)  Within  the  limits  of  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  such  purpose,  the  Secretary,  af¬ 
ter  consultation  with  the  Council,  may 
award  grants  to  those  applicants  whose 
projects  will,  in  his  judgment,  best  pro¬ 
mote  the  purposes  of  section  774(a)  of 
the  Act,  taking  into  consideration, 
among  other  pertinent  factors: 

(1)  The  degree  to  which  the  project 
plan  adequately  provides  for  the  ele¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  S  57.2605. 

(2)  The  potential  effectiveness  of  the 
proposed  project  in  carrying  out  such 
purposes. 

(3)  The  local  and  national  needs  which 
the  particular  project  proposes  to  serve. 
Such  national  needs  may  be  determined 
periodically  by  the  Secretary  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(4)  The  quality  of  the  staff  and  faculty 
which  the  proposed  project  will  have 
available  for  providing  any  training 
program. 

(5)  With  respect  to  projects  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  section  774(a)  (1)  (A) 
of  the  Act  and  §  57.2601  (a) ,  the  potential 
effect  of  the  proposed  project  on  the 
overall  health  care  resources  of  the  area  • 
in  which  it  will  be  conducted. 

(б)  The  administrative  and  man¬ 
agerial  capability  of  the  applicant  to 
carry  out  the  proposed  project. 

(7)  The  soundness  of  the  fiscal  plan 
for  assuring  effective  utilization  of  grant 
funds  and  the  potential  of  the  project  to 
continue  on  a  self-sustaining  basis. 


(b)  The  amount  of  any  award  shall  be 
determined  by  the  Secretary  on  the  basis 
of  his  estimate  of  the  sum  necessary  for 
the  direct  costs  of  the  project,  plus  an 
additional  amount  for  indirect  costs,  if 
any,  which  will  be  calculated  by  the 
Secretary  either  (1)  on  the  basis  of  his 
estimate  of  the  actual  indirect  costs 
reasonably  related  to  the  project,  or  <2) 
on  the  basis  of  a  percentage  of  all,  or  a 
portion  of,  the  estimated  direct  costs  of 
the  project  when  there  are  reasonable 
assurances  that  the  use  of  such  percent¬ 
age  will  not  exceed  the  actual  indirect 
costs.  Such  award  may  include  an  esti¬ 
mated  provisional  amount  for  indirect 
costs  or  designated  direct  costs  (such  as 
fringe  benefit  rates)  subject  to  upward 
(within  the  limits  of  available  funds)  as 
well  as  downward  adjustments  to  actual 
costs  when  the  amount  properly  ex¬ 
pended  by  the  grantee  for  provisional 
items  has  been  determined  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary;  Provided,  That  such  amount  may 
not  exceed  90  percent  of  the  total  cost 
of  the  project. 

(c)  All  grants  shall  be  in  writing  and 
shall  set  forth  the  amount  of  funds 
granted  and  the  period  for  which  such 
funds  will  be  available  for  obligation  by 
the  grantee.  The  maximum  period  for 
which  a  project  may  receive  grant  sup¬ 
port  under  this  subpart  shall  be  three 
years. 

(d)  Neither  the  approval  of  any  proj¬ 
ect  nor  any  grant  award  shall  commit 
or  obligate  the  United  States  in  any  way 
to  make  an  additional,  supplemental, 
continuation,  or  other  award  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  approved  project  or  portion 
thereof.  For  continuation  support, 
grantees  must  make  separate  application 
at  such  times  and  in  such  form  as  the 
Secretary  may  dictate. 

§  57.2607  Grant  payments. 

The  Secretary  shall  from  time  to  time 
make  payments  to  a  grantee  of  all  or  a 
portion  of  any  grant  award,  either  by 
way  of  reimbursement  for  expenses  in¬ 
curred  in  the  grant  period  or  in  advance 
for  expenses  to  be  incurred  in  the  grant 
period,  to  the  extent  he  determines  such 
payments  are  necessary  to  promote 
prompt  initiation  and  advancement  of 
the  approved  project. 

§  57.2608  Expenditure  of  grant  funds. 

(a)  Any  funds  granted  pursuant  to 
this  subpart  shall  be  expended  solely  for 
carrying  out  the  approved  project  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  774(a)  of  the  Act, 
the  regulations  of  this  subpart,  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  award,  and  the  cost 
principles  prescribed  by  Subpart  Q  of 
45  CFR  Part  74;  Provided,  That  such 
funds  shall  not  be  expended  for  sectarian 
instruction  or  for  any  religious  purpose. 

(b)  Any  unobligated  grant  funds  re¬ 
maining  in  the  grant  account  at  the 
close  of  a  budget  period  may  be  carried 
forward  and  be  available  for  obligation 
during  a  subsequent  budget  period  of  the 
project  period.  The  amount  of  a  subse¬ 
quent  award  will  take  into  consideration 
the  amount  remaining  in  the  grant  ac¬ 
count.  At  the  end  of  the  last  budget 
period  of  the  project  period,  any  unobli- 
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gated  grant  funds  remaining  In  the 
grant  account  must  be  refunded  to  the 
Federal  Government. 

§  57.2609  Nondiscrimination. 

(a)  Attention  is  called  to  the  re* 
quirements  of  section  799A  of  the  Act 
and  45  CFR  Part  83  which  together  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  Secretary  may  not  make 
a  grant,  loan  guarantee,  or  interest  sub¬ 
sidy  payment  under  Title  VII  of  the  Act 
to,  or  for  the  benefit  of,  any  entity  un¬ 
less  the  application  for  the  grant,  loan 
guarantee,  or  interest  subsidy  payment 
contains  assurances  satisfactory  to  the 
Secretary  that  the  entity  will  not  dis¬ 
criminate  on  the  basis  of  sex  in  the  ad¬ 
mission  of  individuals  to  its  training 
programs. 

(b)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Title  VI  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act 
of  1964  (78  Stat.  252,  (42  U.S.C.  2000d  et 
seq.) )  and  in  particular  to  section  601  of 
such  Act  which  provides  that  no  person 
In  the  United  States  shall,  on  the 
grounds  of  race,  color,  or  national  origin, 
be  excluded  from  participation  in,  be 
denied  the  benefits  of,  or  be  subjected  to 
discrimination  under  any  program  or 
activity  receiving  Federal  financial  as¬ 
sistance.  A  regulation  implementing 
such  Title  VI,  which  is  applicable  to 
grants  made  under  this  subpart,  has 
been  issued  by  the  Secretary  with  the 
approval  of  the  President  (45  CFR  Part 
80). 

(c)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Title  IX  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972  and  in  particular 
to  section  901  of  such  Act  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  person  in  the  United  States 
shall,  on  the  basis  of  sex,  be  excluded 
from  participation  in,  be  denied  the 
benefits  of,  or  be  subjected  to  discrimi¬ 
nation  under  any  education  program  or 
activity  receiving  Federal  financial 
assistance.'  A  regulation  implementing 
such  Title  IX,  which  is  applicable  to 
grants  made  under  this  subpart,  has  been 
issued  by  the  Secretary  with  the  approv¬ 
al  of  the  President  (45  CFR  Part  86). 

(d)  Attention  is  called  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  504  of  the  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  Act  of  1973,  as  amended,  which  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  otherwise  qualified  handi¬ 
capped  individual  in  the  United  States 
shall,  solely  by  reason  of  his  handicap, 
be  excluded  from  participation  in,  be 
denied  the  benefits  of,  or  be  subjected  to 
discrimination  under  any  program  or 
activity  receiving  Federal  financial  as¬ 
sistance. 

(e)  The  grantee  shall  not  discriminate 
on  the  basis  of  religion  in  the  admission 
of  individuals  to  its  training  programs. 

(f)  Grant  funds  used  for  alteration 
or  renovation  shall  be  subject  to  the  con¬ 
dition  that  the  grantee  shall  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
11246,  30  FR  12319  (Sept.  24,  1965),  as 
amended,  and  with  the  applicable  rules, 
regulations,  and  procedures  prescribed 
pursuant  thereto. 

§  57.2610  Publications  and  copyright. 

(a)  State  and  local  governments. 
Where  the  grantee  is  a  State  or  local 
government,  as  those  terms  are  defined 
In  45  CFR  74.3,  the  Department  of 


Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  copy¬ 
right  requirements  set  forth  in  45  CFR 
74.140  shall  apply  with  respect  to  any 
book  or  other  copyrightable  materials 
developed  or  resulting  from  a  project 
supported  by  a  grant  under  this  subpart. 

(b)  Grantees  other  than  State  and 
local  governments.  Where  the  grantee  is 
not  a  State  or  local  government,  as  so 
defined,  except  as  may  otherwise  be  pro¬ 
vided  under  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  award,  the  grantee  may  copyright 
without  prior  approval  any  publications, 
films,  or  similar  materials  developed  or 
resulting  from  a  project  supported  by  a 
grant  under  this  subpart,  subject,  how¬ 
ever,  to  a  royalty  free,  non-exclusive, 
and  irrevocable  license  or  right  in  the 
Government  to  reproduce,  translate, 
publish,  use.  disseminate,  and  dispose  of 
such  materials  and  to  authorise  others 
to  do  so. 

§  57.26 1 1  Grantee  accountability. 

(a)  Accounting  for  grant  award  pay¬ 
ments.  All  payments  made  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  shall  be  recorded  by  the  grantee  in 
accounting  records  separate  from  the 
records  of  all  other  funds,  includ¬ 
ing  income  earned  from  other  grant 
awards.  With  respect  to  each  approved 
project,  the  grantee  shall  account  for  the 
sum  total  of  all  amounts  paid  by  pre¬ 
senting  or  otherwise  making  available 
evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Secretary  of 
expenditures  for  costs  meeting  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  subpart:  Provided, 
That  when  the  amount  awarded  for 
indirect  costs  was  based  on  a  prede¬ 
termined  fixed  percentage  of  estimated 
direct  costs,  the  amount  allowed  for  in¬ 
direct  costs  shall  be  computed  on  the 
basis  of  such  predetermined  fixed-per¬ 
centage  rates  applied  to  the  total,  or  a 
selected  element  thereof,  of  the  reim¬ 
bursable  direct  costs  Incurred. 

(b)  Accounting  for  royalties.  •  Royal¬ 
ties  received  by  grantees  from  copy¬ 
rights  on  publications  or.  other  works 
developed  under  the  grant,  or  from  pat¬ 
ents  or  Inventions  conceived  or  first 
actually  reduced  to  practice  in  the 
course  of  or  under  such  grant,  shall  be 
accounted  for  as  follows: 

(1)  State  and  local  governments. 
Where  the  grantee  is  a  State  or  local 
government  as  those  terms  are  defined 
in  45  CFR  74.3,  royalties  shall  be  ac¬ 
counted  for  as  provided  in  45  CFR  74.44. 

(2)  Grantees  other  than  State  and 
local  governments.  Where  the  grantee  is 
not  a  State  or  local  government  as  so 
defined,  patent  rojjalties  shall  be  ac¬ 
counted  for  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  (2)  (i)  of  this  section  and  copyright 
royalties  shall  be  accounted  for  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (b)  (2)  (ii)  of  this 
section. 

(I)  Patent  royalties,  whether  received 
during  or  after  the  grant  period,  shall  be 
governed  by  agreements  between  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Health,  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  and 
the  grantee,  pursuant  to  the  Depart- 
ment’s  patent  regulations  (45  CFR  Parts 
6  and  8) . 

(II)  (A)  When  the  costs  of  publishing 
or  producing,  the  copyrighted  work  are 
charged  directly  to  either  the  Federal  or 


the  grantee  share  of  the  project  costs, 
copyright  royalties  up  to  the  amount 
so  charged  (1)  If  received  by  the  grantee 
during  the  grant  period,  shall  be  de¬ 
ducted  from  the  total  project  costs  for 
determining  the  net  costs  on  which  the 
Federal  share  of  costs  will  be  based,  or 
(2)  If  received  by  the  grantee  after  the 
project  period,  the  Federal  share  of  such 
royalties  (computed  on  the  same  ratio 
basis  as  the  Federal  share  of  the  net 
project  costs)  shall  be  paid  over  to  the 
Federal  government. 

(B)  When  the  costs  of  publishing  or 
producing  the  copyrighted  work  are  not 
charged  directly  to  the  project,  or  when 
royalties  are  in  excess  of  publication  or 
production  costs  charged  directly  to  the 
project,  copyright  royalties  (1)  If  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  grantee  during  the  grant 
period,  except  as  may  otherwise  be  pro¬ 
vided  under  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  award,  shall  be  used  by  the  grantee 
for  any  purpose  that  furthers  the  objec¬ 
tives  of  section  774(a)  of  the  Act  or  de¬ 
ducted  from  the  total  project  costs  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  the  net  costs 
on  which  the  Federal  share  of  costs  will 
be  based,  or  (2)  If  received  by  the 
grantee  after  the  grant  period,  may  be 
retained  by  the  grantee  without  account¬ 
ability  to  the  Federal  government. 

(c)  Grant  closeout — (1)  Date  of  final 
accounting.  A  grantee  shall  render,  with 
respect  to  each  approved  project  a  full 
account,  as  provided  herein,  as  of  the 
date  of  the  termination  of  grant  support. 
The  Secretary  may  require  other  special 
and  periodic  accounting. 

(2)  Final  settlement.  There  shall  be 
payable  to  the  Federal  Government  as 
final  settlement  with  respect  to  each  ap¬ 
proved  project  the  total  sum  of  (i)  Any 
amount  not  accounted  for  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section; 
and  (il)  Any  other  amounts  due  pursuant 
to  Subparts  F,  M,  and  O  of  45  CFR  Part 
74.  Such  total  sum  shall  constitute  a  debt 
owed  by  the  grantee  to  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  shall  be  recovered  from  the 
grantee  or  its  successors  or  assigns  by 
setoff  or  other  action  as  provided  by  law. 

§  57.2612  Applicability  of  45  CFR  Part 
74. 

The  provisions  of  45  CFR  Part  74,  es¬ 
tablishing  uniform  administrative  re¬ 
quirements  and  cost  principles,  shall 
apply  to  all  grants  under  this  subpart 
to  State  and  local  governments  as  those 
terms  are  defined  in  Subpart  A  of  Part 
74.  The  relevant  provisions  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  subparts  of  Part  74  shall  also  apply 
to  all  other  grantee  organizations  under 
this  subpart: 

Subpart 

A  General 
B  Cash  Depositories 
O  Bonding  and  Insurance 
D  Retention  and  Custodial  Requirements 
for  Records 

P  Grant  Related  Income 
G  Matching  and  Cost  Sharing 
K  Grant  Payment  Requirements 
L  Budget  Revision  Procedures 
M  Grant  Closeout,  Suspension,  and  Termi¬ 
nation 
O  Property 
Q  Cost  Principles 
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§  57.2613  Additional  conditions. 

The  Secretary  may  with  respect  to  any 
grant  award  impose  additional  conditions 
prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  any  award  when 
in  his  judgment  such  conditions  are  nec¬ 
essary  to  assure  or  protect  advancement 
of  the  approved  project,  the  interest  of 
the  public  health,  or  the  conservation  of 
grant  funds. 

[FR  Doc.76-20464  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


Title  45— Public  Welfare 

CHAPTER  XI— NATIONAL  FOUNDATION 
ON  THE  ARTS  AND  THE  HUMANITIES 

PART  1160— INDEMNITIES  UNDER  THE 
ARTS  AND  ARTIFACTS  INDEMNITY  ACT 

Requirements 

On  April  19, 1976  the  Federal  Register 
(41  FR  16480)  contained  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  that  the  Chairman, 
1976,  Federal  Council  on  the  Arts  and 
the  Humanities  and  the  Commissioner, 
U.S.  Office  of  Education  proposed  to 
amend  Chapter  XI  of  Title  45  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  by  adding  Sub¬ 
chapter  C — Federal  Council  on  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities  consisting  of  Part 
1160. 

Interested  parties  were  given  until 
May  20,  1976  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ment  pertaining  to  the  proposal.  The 
comments  filed  in  response  to  such  no¬ 
tice  have  been  carefully  considered. 

Many  of  the  comments  were  for  the 
purpose  of  clarifying  the  wording  of  the 
proposed  regulations  but  raised  no  sub¬ 
stantive  issues. 

The  following  were  considered  before 
adoption  of  the  final  regulations. 

1.  Two  comments  suggested  that  the 
Purpose  and  Scope  of  the  regulations. 
Section  1160.1,  be  expanded  to  make  it 
clear  what  items  were  to  be  eligible  for 
indemnification  under  the  Act. 

The  new  Section  1160.1  states  what  are 
eligible  items  that  may  be  included  under 
an  indemnity  agreement. 

2.  One  comment  stated  that  the  word 
“regulations”  in  the  last  sentence  of  Sec¬ 
tion  1160.1  should  be  changed  unless  the 
intent  was  to  promulgate  regulations  in 
accordance  with  the  Administrative 
Procedures  Act. 

The  word  "regulations”  was  deleted 
and  replaced  with  the  word  "clarifica¬ 
tions”  which  expresses  the  intent  occa¬ 
sionally  to  publish  circulars  or  other 
material  explaining  the  Act. 

3.  One  comment  suggested  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  a  cross-reference  at  the  end  of 
the  definition  of  the  word  "Council”  in 
paragraph  1160.3(a)  for  added  clarity. 

This  suggestion  was  adopted. 

4.  One  comment  suggested  that  in  Sec¬ 
tion  1160.3  a  definition  of  “Lender”  be 
included  to  avoid  confusion  with  the 
word  “owner”. 

A  definition  of  the  word  "Lender”  was 
added  as  paragraph  1160.3(e).  This  in¬ 
clusion  requires  the  relettering  of  para¬ 
graphs  (e)  through  (i). 

5.  One  comment  suggested  that  in 
paragraph  1160.3(f)  the  definition  of 
"Exhibition”  be  clarified  by  stating  that 


a  public  display  at  one  or  more  locations 
is  within  the  definition. 

This  suggestion  was  adopted  to  include 
traveling  displays  at  several  museums. 

6.  One  comment  suggested  the  substi¬ 
tution  of  the  word  "lender”  in  place  of 
the  word  "owner”  in  line  four  of  para¬ 
graph  1160.3(g) . 

The  use  of  "lender”  will  broaden  the 
scope  of  the  regulation  as  discussed  in 
paragraph  4  above. 

7.  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
definition  of  "On  exhibition”  in  para¬ 
graph  1160.3(g)  be  clarified  by  changing 
the  end  of  the  “on  exhibition”  period 
from  the  date  the  item  is  returned  to  the 
place  designated  by  the  owner  to  a  termi¬ 
nation  date.  The  term  "termination  date” 
is  defined  in  a  new  paragraph  1160.3 (k) . 

This  suggestion  was  adopted. 

8.  One  comment  stated  that  paragraph 
1160.3(i)  was  not  clear  because  as  written 
the  term  "indemnitee”  includes  “indem¬ 
nitor”  within  the  definition. 

This  was  corrected  by  adding  the 
words  "to  whom  the  promise  of  indemni¬ 
fication  is  made”  at  the  end  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  definition. 

9.  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
definition  of  “Lender”  in  the  new  para¬ 
graph  1160.3(e)  be  substituted  for  the 
words  “owner  and  present  possessor”  in 
paragraph  1160.4(b). 

No  advantage  was  noted  in  such  a 
change. 

10.  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
Application  for  Indemnification  delete 
part  of  the  information  required  by  para¬ 
graph  1160.4(h)  concerning  damage  ex¬ 
ceeding  $15,000.00  to  items  loaned  by  the 
applicant,  and  only  require  information 
concerning  damage  to  items  borrowed  by 
the  applicant. 

This  position  was  not  accepted.  Dam¬ 
age  might  occur  as  a  result  of  packing 
done  by  the  applicant.  Such  information 
would  be  relevant  to  the  Federal  Council 
and  is  retained  on  the  application  form. 

11.  One  comment  suggested  that  in 
paragraph  1160.4(h)  the  applicant 
should  also  include  details  of  loss  ex¬ 
ceeding  $15,000  to  items  in  their  perma¬ 
nent  collections. 

This  information  is  relevant  and  the 
suggestion  is  adopted. 

12.  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
words  "educational,  cultural,  historical 
or  scientific”  be  inserted  before  the  words 
“national  interest”  in  line  three  of  Sec¬ 
tion  1160.5. 

These  words  are  not  Included  because 
these  factors  are  considered  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Council  in  considering  each  Applica¬ 
tion  for  Indemnification.  Inclusion  in 
this  section  might  be  construed  as  a  lim¬ 
itation  upon  the  factors  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  his  designee  might  consider  in 
determining  which  applications  are  in 
the  national  interest. 

13.  One  comment  suggested  that  Sec¬ 
tion  1160.5  be  reworded  for  clarity.  This 
was  done. 

14.  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
word  “may”  be  substituted  for  the  word 
"will”  in  line  seven  of  Section  1160.6. 

Because  of  the  need  for  the  Federal 
Council  to  have  flexibility  and  discretion 


in  accepting  or  rejecting  applications 
this  suggestion  was  adopted.  Otherwise, 
the  regulations  would  appear  to  create  a 
right  to  receive  an  indemnity  upon  a 
showing  to  the  Federal  Council  that  all 
the  requirements  have  been  met. 

15.  One  comment  suggested  that  to  be 
consistent  with  the  definition  “termina¬ 
tion  date”  added  as  the  new  paragraph 
1 160.3  (k)  that  the  last  sentence  of  para¬ 
graph  1160.8(a)  be  reworded  to  require 
reporting  and  filing  Proof  of  Loss  sixty 
(60)  days  after  the  termination  date. 

This  suggestion  was  adopted. 

16.  One  comment  suggested  that  in  the 
second  line  of  paragraph  1160.8(c)  the 
word  “and”  be  substituted  for  the  word 
"or”  between  the  words  "damage”  and 
"reduction”. 

“Partial  loss  or  damage”  may  result  In 
reduction  in  the  fair  market  value  even 
after  repairs.  This  reduction  is  what  de¬ 
termines  the  amount  of  a  claim  for  in¬ 
demnification.  This  suggestion  was 
adopted. 

17.  One  comment  stated  that  para¬ 
graph  1160.8(d)  was  superfluous  and 
should  be  deleted  because  indemnifica¬ 
tion  limits  were  specified  in  Section 
1160.11. 

No  action  was  taken  because  the  cross- 
reference  was  thought  to  be  useful. 

18.  One  comment  suggested  rearrang¬ 
ing  the  wording  in  paragraph  1160.10(a) 
(1)  by  moving  the  second  clause  in  the 
second  sentence  to  the  end  of  the  first 
sentence. 

This  was  adopted  for  the  sake  of 
clarity. 

19.  One  comment  suggested  that  in 
paragraph  1160.10(b),  line  eight,  the 
word  “or”  be  inserted  between  the  words 
"damaged”  and  “repair”.  It  appears  to 
have  been  omitted.  In  line  eight  substi¬ 
tute  “and”  for  “or”  between  the  words 
“costs”  and  “where”.  Substitute  the  word 
“and”  for  "or”  in  line  12  between  the 
words  “costs”  and  “fair”. 

The  latter  two  changes  were  accepted 
by  the  same  reasoning  as  in  paragraph 
16.  The  first  change  corrected  an  omis¬ 
sion. 

20.  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
word  “for”  be  substituted  for  the  word 
“by”  in  the  second  line  of  paragraph 
1160.11(a). 

This  was  adopted  for  clarity. 

21.  One  comment  suggested  that  the 
word  “generally”  be  deleted  from  the 
fifth  line  of  paragraph  1160.11(d). 

This  was  done  to  eliminate  vagueness. 

22.  One  comment  suggested  the  dele¬ 
tion  of  Appendix  I,  Indemnity  Agree¬ 
ment,  and  Appendix  II,  Letter  of  Intent. 
It  was  questioned  whether  these  should 
be  part  of  the  regulations. 

Deletion  of  these  Appendices  allows 
more  flexibility  to  the  Federal  Council 
in  drafting  both  Indemnity  Agreements 
and  Letters  of  Intent  while  this  program 
is  In  its  formative  stages.  This  determi¬ 
nation  is  subject  to  review  at  a  later  date. 

References  to  Appendices  I  and  n  were 
deleted  from  the  Table  of  Sections  and 
from  paragraph  1160.3(1)  and  Section 
1160.6. 
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Accordingly,  with  these  changes  and 
additions,  the  proposed  regulations  are 
adopted  as  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date:  This  part  becomes  ef¬ 
fective  on  July  18, 1978  without  the  nor¬ 
mal  30  day  delay  to  allow  pending  appli¬ 
cations  to  be  processed. 

Ronald  Berman, 

Acting  Chairman,  Federal  Council 
on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities. 

Sec. 

1160.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

1160.3  Federal  Council  on  the  Arts  and  the 
Humanities. 

1160.3  Definitions. 

1160.4  Application  for  Indemnification. 

1 160.5  Certificate  of  national  Interest. 

1160.6  Indemnity  agreement. 

1160.7  Letter  of  intent. 

1160.8  Loss  adjustment. 

1160.9  Certification  of  claim  and  amount 

of  loss  to  the  Congress. 

1160.10  Arbitration  and  appraisal. 

1160.11  Indemnification  limits. 

§  1 160.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

This  part  sets  forth  the  exhibition  in¬ 
demnity  procedures  of  the  Federal  Coun¬ 
cil  on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities  under 
the  Arts  and  Artifacts  Indemnity  Act 
(Pub.  L.  94-158)  as  required  by  Section 
2(a)  (2)  of  the  Act.  An  indemnity  agree¬ 
ment  made  under  these  regulations  shall 
cover  either:  (1)  eligible  items  from  the 
United  States  while  on  exhibition  else¬ 
where  when  they  are  part  of  an  exchange 
of  exhibitions,  or  (2)  eligible  items  from 
abroad  while  on  exhibition  in  the  United 
States,  whether  or  not  they  are  part  of 
an  exchange  of  exhibitions,  but  in  no 
case  shall  both  parts  of  such  an  exchange 
of  exhibitions  be  covered.  Internal  guid¬ 
ance  for  staff  of  the  Federal  Council  on 
the  Arts  and  the  Humanities  and  clari¬ 
fications  of  the  Act  and  of  these  regula¬ 
tions  are  contained  or  will  be  contained 
in  circulars  of  the  National  Foundation 
on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities. 

§  1160.2  Federal  Council  oil  the  Arts 
and  the  Humanities. 

In  accordance  with  the  directive  con¬ 
tained  in  the  President’s  statement  upon 
approving  the  legislation  on  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1975,  the  Federal  Council  on  the 
Arts  and  the  Humanities,  for  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  part  (45  CFR  1160),  shall 
be  composed  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Endowment  for  the  Arts,  the 
Chairman  of  the  National  Endowment 
for  the  Humanities,  the  United  States 
Commissioner  of  Education,  the  Direc¬ 
tor  of  the  National  Science  Foundation, 
the  Librarian  of  Congress,  the  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  of  Fine  Arts,  the 
Archivist  of  the  United  States,  the  Com¬ 
missioner,  Public  Buildings  Service, 
General  Services  Administration,  a 
member  designated  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  a  member  designated  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

§  1160.3  Definitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  part: 

(a)  “Council”  means  the  Federal 
Council  on  the 'Arts  and  the  Humanities 
as  defined  in  section  1160.2. 


(b)  “Endowment”  means  either  the 
National  Endowment  for  the  Arts  or  the 
National  Endowment  for  the  Humani¬ 
ties. 

(c)  “Foundation"  means  the  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Human¬ 
ities. 

(d)  “Letter  of  Intent”  means  an 
agreement  by  the  Council  to  provide 
an  indemnity  covering  a  future  exhibi¬ 
tion  subject  to  compliance  with  all  re¬ 
quirements  at  the  date  the  indemnity  is 
to  be  effective. 

(e)  “Lender”  means  the  owner  and 
any  person  or  organization  authorized 
by  him  to  act  with  respect  to  the  object 
and  exhibition  Involved. 

(f)  “Eligible  Item”  means  an  object 
which  qualifies  for  coverage  under  the 
Arts  and  Artifacts  Indemnity  Act. 

(g)  “Exhibition”  means  a  public  dis¬ 
play  of  an  indemnified  item(s)  at  one  or 
more  locations,  as  approved  by  the  Coun¬ 
cil,  presented  by  any  person,  nonprofit 
agency,  institution,  or  Government,  in 
the  United  States  or  elsewhere. 

(h)  “On  Exhibition”  means  the  period 
of  time  beginning  on  the  date  an  in¬ 
demnified  Item  leaves  the  place  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  lender  and  ending  on  the 
termination  date. 

(1)  “Indemnity  Agreement”  means 
the  contract  between  the  Council  and  the 
indemnitee  covering  loss  or  damage  to 
indemnified  Items  under  the  authority 
of  the  Arts  and  Artifacts  Indemnity  Act. 

(j)  “Indemnitee”  means  the  party  or 
parties  to  an  indemnity  agreement  Issued 
by  the  Council,  to  whom  the  promise  of 
indemnification  is  made. 

(k)  “Termination  date”  means  the 
date  30  days  after  the  date  specified  in 
the  application  by  which  an  Indemnified 
item  is  to  be  returned  to  the  place  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  lender  or  the  date  on  which 
the  item  Is  actually  so  returned,  which¬ 
ever  date  1s  earlier.  (In  museum  terms 
this  means  wall-to-wall  coverage.)  After 
11:59  pm.  on  the  termination  date,  the 
item  is  no  longer  covered  by  the  indem¬ 
nity  agreement  unless  an  extension  has 
theretofore  been  requested  by  the  in¬ 
demnitee  and  granted  by  the  Council. 

§  1160.4  Application  for  indemnifica¬ 
tion. 

An  applicant  for  an  indemnity  shall 
subnet  an  Application  for  Indemnifica¬ 
tion,  addressed  to  the  Federal  Council 
on  the  Arts  and  the  Humanities,  National 
Foundation  on  the  Arts  and  the  Human¬ 
ities,  Washington,  D.C.  20506,  which 
shall  describe  as  fully  as  possible  at  the 
time  the  application  is  submitted: 

(a)  The  time,  place,  nature,  and  Proj¬ 
ect  Director/Curator  of  the  exhibition 
for  which  the  indemnity  Is  sought,  which 
factors  should  be  clearly  and  specifically 
delineated: 

(b)  Evidence  that  the  owner  and  pres¬ 
ent  possessor  are  willing  to  lend  the 
eligible  Items,  and  both  are  prepared 
to  be  bound  by  the  terms  of  the  Indem¬ 
nity  agreement; 

(c)  The  total  estimated  value  of  all 
items  to  be  indemnified.  Including  a  de¬ 


scription  of  each  item  to  be  covered  by 
the  agreement  and  each  Item’s  esti¬ 
mated  value; 

(d)  The  source  of  valuations  of  each 
Item,  plus  an  overall  appraisal  by  the 
indemnity  applicant  of  the  valuations 
established  by  others; 

(e)  The  significance,  and  the  educa¬ 
tional,  cultural,  historical,  or  scientific 
value  of  the  Items  as  proposed  to  be  ex¬ 
hibited  and  to  be  the  subject  of  Indem¬ 
nification; 

(f)  Statements  describing  policies, 
procedures,  techniques,  and  methods  to 
be  employed  with  respect  to: 

(1)  Packing  of  items  at  the  premises 
of,  or  the  place  designated  by,  the  lender; 

(2)  Shipping  arrangements; 

(3)  Condition  reports  at  lender’s  loca¬ 
tion; 

(4)  Condition  reports  at  borrower’s 
location; 

(5)  Condition  reports  upon  return  of 
items  to  lender’s  location; 

(6)  Security  during  the  exhibition  and 
security  during  transportation.  Includ¬ 
ing  escorts  where  applicable; 

(7)  Maximum  values  to  be  transported 
in  a  single  instrumentality  of  transport; 

(g)  Insurance  arrangements,  If  any, 
which  are  proposed  to  cover  the  first 
$15,000  deductible  of  loss  or  the  excess 
over  the  amount  indemnified; 

(h)  Any  loss  incurred  by  the  indem¬ 
nitee  or  other  groups  involved  in  the 
exhibition  in  question  during  the  three 
years  prior  to  the  Application  for  In¬ 
demnification  which  involved  a  borrowed 
or  loaned  ltem(s)  or  item(s)  in  their 
permanent  collections  where  the  amount 
of  loss  exceeded  $15,000.  Details  should 
include  the  date  of  loss,  nature  and 
cause  of  damage,  and  appraised  value 
of  the  damaged  item(s)  both  before  and 
after  loss; 

(i)  If  the  application  is  for  an  ex¬ 
hibition  which  will  take  place  outside 
the  United  States,  the  applicant  should 
set  forth  in  detail  the  nature  of  the 
exchange  of  exhibitions  of  which  It  is  a 
part,  Including  all  circumstances  sur¬ 
rounding  the  exhibition  being  shown  in 
the  United  States,  with  particular  em¬ 
phasis  on  facts  concerning  insurance  or 
indemnity  arrangements. 

(j)  Upon  proper  submission  of  the 
above  required  information  an  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  selected  or  rejected  for  In¬ 
demnification  by  the  Council  on  the  basis 
of  (1)  review  of  educational,  cultural, 
historical  or  scientific  value  as  required 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Arts  and 
Artifacts  Indemnity  Act;  (2)  certification 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  or  his  designee 
that  the  exhibition  is  in  the  national 
interest;  and  (3)  review  of  the  availabil¬ 
ity  of  indemnity  obligational  authority 
under  section  5(b)  of  the  Arts  and  Arti¬ 
facts  Indemnity  Act. 

§  1160.5  Certificate  of  national  interest. 

After  preliminary  review  the  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  submitted  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  State  or  his  designee  for  determi¬ 
nation  of  national  interest  and  issuance 
of  a  Certificate  of  National  Interest  in 
appropriate  cases. 
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§  1160.6  Indemnity  agreement. 

In  cases  where  the  requirements  of 
Si  1160.4  and  1160.5  have  been  met  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Council,  an  In¬ 
demnity  Agreement  pledging  the  full 
faith  and  credit  of  the  United  States  for 
the  agreed  value  of  the  exhibition  in 
question  may  be  issued  to  the  indemnitee 
by  the  Council,  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  i  1160.7. 

§1160.7  Letter  of  intent. 

In  cases  where  an  exhibition  proposed 
for  indemnification  is  planned  to  com¬ 
mence  on  a  date  later  than  twelve  (12) 
months  subsequent  to  the  submission  of 
the  application,  the  Council,  upon  ap¬ 
proval  of  such  a  preliminary  application, 
will  provide  a  Letter  of  Intent  stating 
that  it  will,  subject  to  the  conditions  set 
forth  therein,  issue  an  Indemnity  Agree¬ 
ment  not  later  than  ninety  (90)  days 
prior  to  commencement  of  the  exhibition. 
In  such  cases,  the  Council  will  re-exam¬ 
ine  a  final  application  during  the  twelve 
(12)  month  period  prior  to  the  date  the 
exhibition  is  to  commence,  and  shall, 
upon  being  satisfied  that  such  conditions 
have  been  fulfilled,  issue  an  Indemnity 
Agreement  within  the  above  specified 
time  period. 

§  1160.8  Loss  adjustment. 

(a)  In  the  event  of  loss  or  damage  cov¬ 
ered  by  an  Indemnity  Agreement,  the  in¬ 
demnitee  without  delay  shall  file  a  Notice 
of  Loss  or  Damage  with  the  Council  and 
shall  exercise  reasonable  care  in  order  to 
minimize  the  amount  of  loss.  Within  a 
reasonable  time  after  a  loss  has  been  sus¬ 
tained,  the  claimant  shall  file  a  Proof  of 
Loss  or  Damage  on  forms  provided  by  the 
Council.  Failure  to  report  such  loss  or 
damage  and  to  file  such  Proof  of  Loss 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  the  termina¬ 
tion  date  as  defined  in  §  1160.3  (k),  shall 
invalidate  any  claim  under  the  Indem¬ 
nity  Agreement. 

(b)  In  the  event  of  total  loss  or  de¬ 
struction  of  an  indemnified  item,  indem¬ 
nification  will  be  made  on  the  basis  of 
the  amount  specified  in  the  Indemnity 
Agreement. 

(c)  In  the  event  of  partial  loss,  or  dam¬ 
age,  and  reduction  in  the  fair  market 
value,  as  a  result  thereof,  to  an  Indemni¬ 
fied  item,  indemnification  will  be  made 
on  the  basis  provided  for  in  the  Indem¬ 
nity  Agreement. 

(d)  No  loss  or  damage  claim  will  be 
paid  in  excess  of  the  Indemnification 
limits  specified  in  $  1160.11. 

§  1160.9  Certification  of  claim  and 
amount  of  loss  to  the  Congress. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  claim  of  total  loss  or 
a  claim  in  which  the  Council  is  in  agree¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  par¬ 
tial  loss,  or  damage  and  reduction  in  fair 
market  value  as  a  result  thereof,  the 
Council  shall  certify  the  validity  of  the 
claim  and  the  amount  of  such  loss,  or 
damage  and  reduction  in  fair  market 
value  as  a  result  thereof,  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the 
President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate. 
§1160.10  Arbitration  and  appraisal. 

(a)  (1)  In  the  event  the  Council  and  the 
Indemnitee  fail  to  agree  on  the  amount 
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of  partial  loss,  or  damage  to,  or  any  re¬ 
duction  in  the  fair  market  value  as  a  re¬ 
sult  thereof,  to  the  indemnified  item(s), 
each  shall  select  a  competent  apprais¬ 
er  (s)  with  evidence  to  be  provided  to 
show  that  the  indemnitee’s  selection  Is 
satisfactory  to  the  owner.  The  apprais¬ 
er  (s)  selected  by  the  Council  and  the  in¬ 
demnitee  shall  then  select  a  competent 
and  disinterested  umpire. 

(2)  In  the  event  the  appraisers,  within 
fifteen  (15)  days  of  their  appointment, 
do  not  agree  upon  the  selection  of  an 
umpire,  either  party  may  request  that  an 
umpire  be  selected  by  a  federal  district 
judge  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(b)  After  selection  of  an  umpire,  the 
appraisers  shall  assess  the  partial  lo6s, 
or  damage  to.  or  where  appropriate,  any 
reduction  in  the  fair  market  value  of,  the 
indemnified  item(s).  The  appraisers’ 
agreement  with  respect  to  these  issues 
shall  determine  the  dollar  value  of  such 
loss  or  damage  or  repair  costs,  and  where 
appropriate,  such  reduction  in  the  fair 
market  value.  Disputes  between  the  ap¬ 
praisers  with  respect  to  partial  loss,  dam¬ 
age  repair  costs,  and  fair  market  value 
reduction  of  any  item  shall  be  submitted 
to  the  umpire  for  determination.  The  ap¬ 
praisers’  agreement  or  the  umpire’s  de¬ 
termination  shall  be  final  and  binding 
on  the  parties,  and  agreement  on  amount 
or  such  determination  on  amount  shall  be 
certified  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and 
the  President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate 
by  the  Council. 

(c)  Each  appraiser  shall  be  paid  by  the 
party  selecting  him  or  her.  The  umpire 
and  all  other  expenses  of  the  appraisal 
shall  be  paid  by  the  parties  in  equal 
shares. 

§1160.11  Indemnification  limits. 

(a)  The  maximum  loss  or  damage 
covered  by  a  single  exhibition  or  an  In¬ 
demnity  Agreement  shall  be  $50,000,000. 

(b)  A  deductible  amount  of  $15,000  is 
applicable  to  loss  or  damage  arising  out 
of  a  single  exhibition  for  which  an  in¬ 
demnity  is  issued. 

(c)  The  aggregate  amount  of  loss  or 
damage  covered  by  Indemnity  agree¬ 
ments  at  any  one  time  shall  not  exceed 
$250,000,000. 

<d)  The  maximum  value  of  eligible 
items  carried  in  or  upon  any  single  In¬ 
strumentality  of  transportation  at  any 
one  time,  unless  expressly  permitted  by 
the  Council  shall  not  exceed  $7,500,000. 

[FR  Doc.76-20507  FUed  7-16-76;8:45  am] 

Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

(Service  Order  No.  1182;  Amdt.  No.  5] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Substitution  of  Stock  Cars  for  Boxcars 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
12th  day  of  July,  1976. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1182  (39  FR  13159,  37393,  40 


FR  2990,  30267  and  41  FR  2644)  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

Service  Order  No.  1182  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  amended  by  substituting  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraph  (e)  for  paragraph  (e) 
thereof: 

§  1033.1182  Substitution  of  stock  cars 
for  boxcars. 

a  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Expiration  date. — The  provisions 
of  this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
January  15,  1977,  unless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  Commission. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  ?.m.,  July  15, 
1976. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  8tat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.8.C.  1.  12,  15,  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17),  16 
(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended,  64 
Stat.  911;  49  U8.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Rairoad  Association;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Lewis  R.  Teeple,  Thomas 
J.  Byrne,  and  William  J.  Love. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc .76-20620  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


(Second  Revised  Service  Order  No.  1197; 
Amdt.  No.  1] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway  Co. 
Authorized  To  Operate  Over  Tracks  of 
the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission;  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
12th  day  of  July,  1976. 

•Upon  further  consideration  of  Second 
Revised  Service  Order  No.  1197  (41  FR 
2644)  and  good  cause  appearing  there¬ 
for: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

Second  Revised  Service  Order  No.  1197 
be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by  substi¬ 
tuting  the  following  paragraph  (d)  for 
paragraph  (d)  thereof: 

§  1033.1197  The  Alchuon,  Topeka  and 
Santa  Fe  Railway  Company  author* 
ized  to  operate  over  tracks  of  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company.  • 

*  *  •  •  * 

(d)  Expiration  date. — The  provisions 
of  this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  pm* 
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January  15, 1 977,  unless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  Commission. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m„  July  15, 
1976. 

(Secs.  1,  12.  IS.  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  Ufl.O.  1,  12,  16,  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17),  15 
(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101  as  amended,  64 
Stat.  911;  49  U&O.  1(10-17),  18(4),  17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  In 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington.  D.C.,  and  by  fil¬ 
ing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 


subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  Upon  the  American  Short 
line  Railroad  Association;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by  filing 
it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Lewis  R.  Tee  pie. 
Thomas  J.  Byrne  and  William  J.  Love. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

^  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.78  20618  Filed  7-15-76:8:48  ami 

( Service  Order  No.  1200;  Amdt.  No.  41 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  Authorized  To 
'  Operate  Over  Tracks  of  Union  Pacific 

Railroad  Co. 


Title  50— Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I — U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  IN¬ 
TERIOR 


SUBCHAPTER  B— TAKINQ. 
PORTATION,  SALE,  PU1 
PORTATION,  AND  IMPOI 


TAKINQ,  POSSESSION,  TRANS- 1 
ILE,  PURCHASE.  BARTER,  EX- 
^^■RTATION  OF  WILDLIFE 


PART  20— MIGRATORY  BIRD  HUNTING 


Final  Frameworks  for  Selecting  Open  Sea¬ 
son  Dates  for  Hunting  Migratory  Game 
Birds  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  for  the  1976-77  Season 


On  page  19341  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  May  12,  1976  C41  FR  19341) 
there  was  published  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  to  amend  Part  20  of  Title  50 
of  the  bode  of  Federal  Regulations. 
These  amendments  to  50  CFR  20.101 
would  specify  open  seasons,  certain 
closed  areas,  shooting  hours,  and  bag 
and  possession  limits  for  certain  doves 
and  pigeons,  ducks,  coots,  common 
gallinules,  and  common  (Wilson's)  snipe 
in  Puerto  Rico,  and  for  Zenaida  doves 


Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 
Thomas  J.  Byrne,  and  William  J.  Love. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.76-20619  Filed  7-1 6-76; 8: 46  am] 


|  Service  Order  No.  1188;  Amdt.  No.  4| 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railroad 
Co.  Authorized  To  Operate  Over  Tracks 
of  Chicago  and  North  Western  Transpor¬ 
tation  Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  In  Washington,  D  C.,  on  the 
12th  day  of  July,  1976. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1188  (39  FR  24016,  40  FR  2990. 
30267,  and  41  FR  2644)  and  good  cause 
appearing  therefor; 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

Service  Order  No.  1188  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  amended  by  substituting  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraph  (e)  for  paragraph  (e) 
thereof:  * 

§  1033.1188  Chicago,  Rock  Inland  and 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  authorized 
to  operate  over  tracks  of  Chicago  and 
North  Western  Transportation  Com¬ 
pany. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Expiration  date. — This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  October  15,  1976, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended  by  order  of  this  Commission. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.nL,  July  15, 
1976. 

(Sees.  1.  12,  15,  and  17(2)  24  Stat.  379,  383, 
384.  as  amended;  49  UJ3.C.  1,  12,  16,  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17),  15 
(4),  and  17(2)  10  Stat.  101.  as  amended.  54 

Stat.  911;  49  »AC,  1(10-17),  15(4),  and 
17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 


At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
12th  day  of  July,  1976. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1200  (39  FR  38103,  40  FR 
2990,  30268,  and  41  FR  2644)  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

Service  Order  No.  1200  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  amended  by  substituting  the  fol¬ 
lowing  paragraph  (d)  for  paragraph  (d) 
thereof : 

*  »  »  •  * 

§  1033.1200  Miarowri ''"Pacific  Railroad 
Co.  authorized  to  operate  over  tracks 
of  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Co. 

(d)  Expiration  date. — The  provisions 
of  this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  p.m., 
January  15, 1977,  unless  otherwise  modi¬ 
fied,  changed  or  suspended  by  order  of 
this  Commission. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  pun.,  July  15, 
1976. 

(Secs.  1.  12,  IS.  and  17(2),  24  8tat.  379,  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  1,  12,  18.  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  Secs.  1(10-17),  15 
(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended.  64 
Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17).  15(4),  and 
17(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads,  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railroads 
subscribing  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of  that 
agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  this  amendment  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a 
copy  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members  Lewis  R.  Teeple, 
Thomas  J.  Byrne,  and  William  J.  Love. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc .76-206 17  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


and  scalynaped  pigeons  in  the  Virgin 
Islands.  Subsequently,  on  May  21,  1976, 
a  correction  to  this  Notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  20888) 
changing  the  word  “Final"  in  the  head¬ 
ing  for  the  Virgin  Islands  framework  to 
the  word  “Proposed”.  Included  in  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  were 
proposed  frameworks  for  selecting  open 
season  dates  for  hunting  migratory  game 
birds  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands  for  the  1976-77  season.  Interested 
persons  were  given  until  June  26,  1976, 
to  submit  written  comments,  sugges¬ 
tions,  or  objections  regarding  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments. 

This  final  rulemaking  notice  is  the 
fourth  in  a  series  of  proposed  and  final 
rulemaking  documents  and  deals  spe¬ 
cifically  with  final  frameworks  for  select¬ 
ing  open  season  dates  for  hunting  migra¬ 
tory  birds  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands  during  the  1976-77  season.  The 
first  notice  in  the  series  consisted  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking  dealing  with  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  open  hunting  seasons,  dally 
bag  and  possession  limits,  and  shooting 
hours  for  the  1976-77  season  in  the  con¬ 
tiguous  United  States,  Alaska,  and 
Hawaii,  and  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  March  3,  1976  (41  FR 
9177)  with  a  comment  period  ending 
May  1,  1976.  The  second  notice  in  the 
series  consisted  of  proposed  rulemaking 
dealing  with  the  establishment  of  hunt¬ 
ing  seasons,  daily  bag  and  possession 
limits,  and  shooting  hours  for  the  1976- 
77  season  in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin 
Islands  as  described  in  the  opening  para¬ 
graph  of  this  document.  The  third  notice 
in  the  series  consisted  of  supplemental 
proposed  rulemaking  dealing  with  pro¬ 
posed  early  season  frameworks  and  pro¬ 
posed  Canada  goose  hunting  regulations 
in  Wisconsin  and  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  2,  1976  (41  FR 
27382)  with  a  comment  period  ending 
July  17, 19J6. 

In  this  connection,  the  “Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  for  the  Issuance  of 
Annual  Regulations  Permitting  the  Sport 
Hunting  of  Migratory  Birds  (FES  75- 
54)’’  was  filed  with  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  on  June  6. 1975,  and 
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notice  of  availability  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  June  13,  1975 
(40  FR  25241). 

Review  of  Public  Comments  and  Service 
Responses  to  Same 

Two  comments  were  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  proposed  frameworks  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  12, 1970 
<41  FR  19341),  regarding  migratory 
game  bird  regulations  in  Puerto  Rico  and 
the  Virgin  Islands.  Senator  Eric  E. 
Dawson,  Member,  District  of  St.  Thomas- 
St.  John,  Legislature  of  the  Virgin 
Islands,  expressed  concern  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  season  framework  does  not  provide 
for  seasons  commencing  before  Septem¬ 
ber  1.  as  has  been  allowed  in  past  years. 
Senator  Dawson  stated  that  migratory 
habits  of  doves  and  pigeons  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  differ  from  those  in  the  con¬ 
tinental  United  States  and  that  con¬ 
sideration  should  be  given  to  the  time 
period  that  these  birds  are  available  for 
harvest  in  the  islands.  The  Service  notes 
that  the  season  framework  date  of  Sep¬ 
tember  1  is  necessitated  by  a  recent  legal 
opinion  from  the  Office  of  the  Solicitor 
of  the  U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior  in 
which  it  is  concluded  that  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  does  not  have  au¬ 
thority  under  the  Migratory  Bird  Treaty 
Act  of  1918  to  allow  hunting  of  migratory 
birds  in  the  Virgin  Islands  during  the 
period  between  March  10  and  Septem¬ 
ber  1  in  any  calendar  year.  Therefore, 
an  earlier  season  framework  is  not  per¬ 
missible. 

Christine  Stevens,  Animal  Welfare  In¬ 
stitute,  Washington,  D.C.,  recommended 
that  no  shooting  of  migratory  game  birds 
in  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  be 
permitted  before  sunrise.  No  data  were 
provided  to  support  this  recommenda¬ 
tion.  Hie  Service  points  out  that  the 
shooting  hours  proposed  are  identical  to 
those  being  proposed  elsewhere  in  the 
United  States  for  migratory  game  birds 
with  the  exception  of  mourning  doves  in 
the  Eastern  Management  Unit  and 
white-winged  doves  in  Texas,  and  the 
September  teal  season.  Also,  there  is  no 
information  available  to  indicate  that 
hunting  during  the  one-half  hour  to  sun¬ 
rise  period  jeopardizes  the  status  of  any 
dove,  pigeon,  or  other  migratory  bird 
population  in  these  areas.  Consequently, 
it  is  determined  that  shooting  hours  for 
migratory  game  birds  in  Puerto  Rico  and 
the  Virgin  Islands  may  be  from  one-half 
hour  before  sunrise  to  sunset. 

Comments  on  the  Service’s  regula¬ 
tions  proposals  are  available  for  public 
Inspection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  Service’s  Office  of  Migratory  Bird 
Mangement,  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Room  2257,  U.S.  Department  of  the  Inte¬ 
rior,  19th  and  C  Streets,  Washington, 
D.C. 

The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  is  of  the 
view  that,  although  the  rulemaking  proc¬ 
ess  for  migratory  bird  hunting  must,  by 
Its  nature,  operate  under  severe  time  con¬ 
straints,  every  attempt  should  be  made 


to  give  the  public  the  greatest  possible 
opportunity  to  comment  on  the  regula¬ 
tions;  thus,  when  the  above-mentioned 
proposed  rulemaking  was  published,  the 
Service  established  what  it  believed  was 
the  longest  period  possible  for  public 
comment.  In  doing  this,  the  Service  rec¬ 
ognized  that  at  the  period’s  close,  time 
would  be  of  the  essence.  That  is,  if  there 
were  a  delay  in  the  effective  date  of  these 
regulations  after  this  final  rulemaking, 
the  Service  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
governments  of  Puerto  Rico  and  the  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands  would  have  insufficient  time 
to  select  their  season  dates,  shooting 
hours  and  bag  limits,  to  communicate 
those  selections  to  the  Service,  and  finally 
to  establish  and  publicize  the  necessary 
regtflatiors  and  procedures  to  imple¬ 
ment  their  decisions.  The  Service  there¬ 
fore  finds  that  “good  cause’’  exists,  with¬ 
in  the  terms  of  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  (3)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  and  these 
frameworks  will,  therefore,  take  effect 
immediately  upon  publication. 

After  due  consideration  of  the  com¬ 
ments  received,  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service,  under  authority  of  the 
Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act  of  July  3, 1918, 
as  amended  (40  Stat.  755;  16  U.S.C.  703- 
711),  prescribes  below  the  final  frame¬ 
works,  setting  forth  the  species  to  be 
hunted,  the  daily  bag  and  possession  lim¬ 
its,  the  shooting  hours,  the  season 
lengths,  the  earliest  opening  and  latest 
closing  season  dates,  and  special  closures, 
from  which  officials  of  the  Puerto  Rico 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
the  Virgin  Islands  Department  of  Con¬ 
servation  and  Cultural  Affairs  may  select 
open  season  dates.  Upon  receipt  of  season 
selections  from  Puerto  Rico  and  Virgin 
Islands  officials,  the  Service  will  publish 
in  the  Federal  Register  final  rulemaking 
amending  50  CFR  20.101  to  reflect  sea¬ 
sons,  limits,  and  shooting  hours  for 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  for 
the  1976-77  season. 

Effective  date:  Final  rulemaking  on 
the  frameworks  for  selecting  open  season 
dates  for  certain  migratory  game  birds  in 
Puerto  Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands  for 
1976-77  becomes  effective  on  July  10, 
1976. 

Dated:  July  13, 1976. 

Ltnn  A.  Greenwalt, 
Director, 

U.S Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

July  13, 1976. 

Final  Frameworks  for  Selecting  Open 

Season  Dates  for  Hunting  Migratory 

Birds  in  Puerto  Rico,  1976-77  (All 

Dates  Inclusive) 

DOVES  AND  PIGEONS 

An  open  season  of  sixty  (60)  days  be¬ 
tween  September  1,  1976,  and  January 
15,  1977,  may  be  selected  for  hunting 
Zenaida,  mourning,  and  white-winged 
doves,  and  scaly-naped  and  white- 
crowned  pigeons  in  Puerto  Rico. 


Shooting  hours  may  extend  from  one- 
half  hour  before  sunrise  until  sunset 
daily. 

The  daily  bag  and  possession  limit  for 
doves  of  the  species  named  herein  is  ten 
(10)  singly  or  in  the  aggregate. 

The  daily  bag  and  possession  limit  for 
pigeons  of  the  species  named  herein  is 
five  (5)  singly  or  in  the  aggregate. 

No  open  season  is  prescribed  for  pi¬ 
geons  on  Mona  Island  in  order  to  give  the 
reduced  population  of  white-crowned  pi¬ 
geon  ( Columba  lencocephala)  a  chance 
to  recover. 

No  open  season  is  prescribed  for  doves 
and  pigeons  on  Culebra  Island. 

special  closure  for  protection  of  the 

PUERTO  RICAN  PARROT 

No  open  season  is  prescribed  for  doves 
and  pigeons  in  those  areas  of  the  munic¬ 
ipalities  of  Rio  Grande  and  Loiza  de¬ 
lineated  as  follows:  (1)  All  lands  lying 
east  of  Route  186  (from  the  town  of  El 
Verde  in  the  north  to  the  southernmost 
extent  of  Route  186)  to  the  boundary  of 
the  Luquillo  Experimental  Forest;  (2) 
all  lands  between  Route  186  and  Route 
956  extending  from  an  east-west  line 
through  the  town  of  El  Verde,  south;  (3) 
all  lands  lying  west  of  Route  186  for  one 
(1)  kilometer  from  the  juncture  of 
Routes  186  and  956  south  to  the  south¬ 
ernmost  point  on  Route  186;  and  (4) 
all  lands  within  the  Caribbean  National 
Forest  property  line  whether  private  or 
public  lands.  The  purpose  of  these  clo¬ 
sures  is  to  afford  protection  to  the  Puerto 
Rican  parrot  ( Amazona  vittata),  pres¬ 
ently  listed  as  an  endangered  species 
under  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of 
1973. 

SPECIAL  CLOSURE  FOR  PROTECTION  OF  THE 
PLAIN  PIGEON 

The  hunting  of  doves  and  pigeons  of 
any  species  is  prohibited  in  the  Munici¬ 
pality  of  Cldra,  Puerto  Rico,  said  Munici¬ 
pality  being  composed  of  the  following 
Wards:  Bayamon,  Arenas,  Monte  Llano, 
Sud,  Beatrix,  Ceiba,  Rio  Abajo,  Rincon, 
Tolta,  Honduras,  Rabanel,  and  Salto.  The 
purpose  of  this  closure  is  to  protect  the 
Puerto  Rican  plain  pigeon  ( Columbia  in- 
ornata ),  locally  known  as  Paloma  Saba- 
nero,  which  is  known  to  be  present  in 
the  Cldra  area  in  small  numbers  and 
which  is  listed  presently  as  an  endan¬ 
gered  species  under  the  Endangered  Spe¬ 
cies  Act  of  1973.  ^ 

DUCKS,  COOTS,  GALLINULES,  AND  SNIPE 

An  open  season  of  fifty-fiye  (55)  con¬ 
secutive  days  between  December  1,  1976, 
and  January  31, 1977,  may  be  selected  for 
hunting  ducks,  coots,  common  gallinules, 
and  common  (Wilson’s)  snipe. 

Shooting  hours  may  extend  from  one- 
half  hour  before  sunrise  until  sunset 
daily. 

The  limits  for  ducks  are  4  dally  and  8 
In  possession  except  that  the  season  is 
closed  on  ruddy  ducks  ( Oxyura  jamal - 
censis),  and  the  Bahama  pintail  (Anas 
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bahamensis),  which  Is  protected  by  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  limits  for  coots  are  6  dally  and  12 
In  possession. 

The  limits  for  common  galUnules  are 
6  daily  and  12  In  possession.  The  season 
is  closed  on  purple  gallinules  (Porphy- 
rula  martinica ) . 

The  limits  for  common  (Wilson’s) 
snipe  are  6  dally  and  12  In  possession. 

No  open  season  for  ducks,  coots,  galli- 
n  files,  and  snipe  Is  prescribed  on  Cule- 
bra  Island. 

Pinal  Framework  for  Selecting  Open 

Season  Dates  for  Hunting  Certain 

Migratory  Game  Birds  in  the  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands,  1976-77  (All  Dates 

Inclusive) 

DOVES  AND  PIGEONS 

An  open  season  of  sixty  (60)  days  be¬ 
tween  September  1, 1976,  and  January  15, 
1977,  may  be  selected  for  hunting  Zenalda 
doves  throughout  the  Virgin  Islands  and 
scaly -naped  pigeons  on  the  island  of  St. 
Thomas  only. 

Shooting  hours  may  extend  from  one- 
half  hour  before  sunrise  until  sunset 
daily. 

The  dally  bag  and  possession  limits  are 
ten  (10)  Zenalda  doves  and  five  (5) 
scaly -naped  pigeons. 

No  t^>en  season  Is  prescribed  for  water- 
fowl,  ground  or  quail  doves,  or  other 
pigeons  In  the  Virgin  Islands. 

LOCAL  NAMES  FOR  GAME  BIRDS 

Zenalda  dove  ( Zenaida  aurita )  — 
mountain  dove. 

Bridled  quail  dove  (Geotrygon  mysta - 
cea)  — Barbary  dove,  partridge  (pro¬ 
tected. 

Ground  dove  ( Columbina  passer ina) — 
stone  dove,  tobacco  dove,  rola,  tortollta 
(protected) . 

Scaly -naped  pigeon  (Columba  squa¬ 
mosa ) — red-necked  pigeon,  scaly  pigeon. 

[FR  Doc.76-20543  Filed  7-15-76:8:46  am] 


Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION  AGENCY 

[FRL  674-1} 

PART  86— CONTROL  OF  AIR  POLLUTION 
FROM  NEW  MOTOR  VEHICLES  AND 
NEW  MOTOR  VEHICLE  ENGINES:  CER¬ 
TIFICATION  AND  TEST  PROCEDURES 
Technical  Amendments 
The  need  for  a  number  of  technical 
amendments  has  been  Identified.  These 
amendments  are  set  forth  In  this  publi¬ 
cation  and  are  described  In  the  table 
below. 

The  Agency  finds  that  good  cause  ex¬ 
ists  for  omitting  as  unnecessary  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking,  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postponement  of 
the  effective  date  in  the  issuance  of  these 
amendments,  In  that:  (1)  the  amend¬ 
ments  primarily  clarify  the  regulations, 
(2)  they  make  non-substantive  correc¬ 
tions  and  (3)  they  Impose  no  additional 
burden  on  the  regulated  industry  in 
complying  with  the  regulations. 


Explanation  of  technioal  amendment  change* 


Section 


Change 


Reason 


86.077-1 . . Specify  that  the  provisions  of  subpt.  A  only 

apply  to  gasoline-fueled  and  diesel-powered 

vehicles. 

86.077-a. .  Revise  the  definition  of  “high  altitude  condi¬ 

tions”  to  allow  testing  at  a  wider  range  of 
altitudes:  add  light  duty  trucks  to  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  ‘‘loaded  vehicle  weight;"  clarify  the 
definition  of  “tank  fuel  volume;”  and  add  a 
new  definition  for  “nominal  fuel  tank 
capacity.” 


86.077-5(a)(2) . Make  more  specific  the  applicability  of  the  para¬ 

graph  by  substituting  “Each  heavy  duty 
vehicle  manufacturer’  for  “Such  manufac¬ 
turer”  in  the  2d  sentence. 

86.077-9 (a)(1) . Add  “and  later  model  years”  to  indicate  appli¬ 

cability  of  exhaust  emission  standards. 

86.077-24(0 . . .  Allow  the  submission  of  emission  data  from 

vehicles  not  previously  certified  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  obtaining  current  model  year  certifica¬ 
tion. 

86.077-25 .  ...  ....  Add  provisions  tor  the  approval  and  perform¬ 

ance  of  unscheduled  maintenance  on  diesel- 
powered  vehicles. 

86.077-25(c)  (5)  (*),  Lengthen  time  requirements  for  the  submission 
86.077-25(d)(5)(v).  of  unscheduled  maintenance  reports. 

88.077-25(d )  (3)  (1) _ Delete  language  concerning  a  requirement  tor 

engine  labels. 

86.077-27. . Modify  the  provisions  tor  special  testing  of 

heavy  duty  gasollne-fuelod  engines. 

86.077-35(a)(l)  (jibfE),  Change  the  required  label  statement  concerning 
86.077-  &>(a)(2)  (ill)  compliance  with  the  standards. 

(F). 

86.177- 6(b) . Add  specifications  tor  diesel  test  fuel  and  mile¬ 

age  accumulation  fuel. 

86.177- 8(b)(3)~ . Delete  the  reference  to  the  hot  soak  period 

following  the  1  hr  vehicle  soak. 

86.177- 12. .  .  Revise  the  section  to  prescribe  that  manual 

transmission  test  vehicles  be  operated  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  manufacturer's  Instructions  to  the 
ultimate  purchaser;  combine  the  provisions 
for  all  manual  transmission  operation  in  1 
section. 


Inadvertently  deleted  In  the  June  80, 
1975  (40  FR  27598)  reoodlficatton  of  the 
regulations. 

T)ie  current  definition  of  “high  altitude 
conditions”  has  been  found  to  unneces¬ 
sarily  restrict  manufacturers’  choices 
of  high  altitude  test  facilities;  Hght 
duty  trucks  were  deleted  from  “  loaded 
vehicle  weight”  definition  inadvert¬ 
ently  in  the  June  30,  1975,  publication; 
both  the  revised  definition  for  “tank 
fuel  volume”  and  the  new  definition 
for  “nominal  fuel  tank  capacity" 
provide  for  a  more  consistent  practice 
among  manufacturers. 

Clarification. 


Do. 

Eases  requirement,  conforms  to  current 
practice. 


These  provisions,  identical  to  the  current 
gasoline-fueled  vehicle  regulations, 
were  inadvertently  omitted  when  the 
diesel-powered  vehicle  regulations  wore 
published. 

Current  time  limits  are  unneoesaartly 
burdensome. 

There  is  no  such  requirement,  the  word¬ 
ing  is  unnecessary. 

Current  language  unduly  restricts  the 
Administrator  in  prescribing  special 
test  procedures. 

Allows  use  of  the  same  Federal  Register 
provision  from  year  to  year  without  the 
need  for  annual  revisions  to  the 
language. 

Inadvertently  omitted  In  June  30,  1975, 
-publication. 

Provision  is  unnecessary. 

Makes  the  test  more  representative  of 
actual  vehicle  operation;  consolidate# 
regulations. 


86.177- 13 .  Reserve  section . . . Provisions  have  been  included  tu 

§85.177-12. 

86.177- 14..  . Revise  the  section  to  prescribe  that  automatic  Makes  the  test  more  representative  of 

transmission  test  vehicles  be  operated  ac-  actual  vehicle  operation, 
cording  to  the  manufacturer’s  Instructions 
to  the  ultimate  purchaser. 

86.177- 15(a)(2)(ll)..- _ Make  clear  that  manual  choke  test  vehicles  Clarification. 

are  to  be  placed  in  gear  15  s  after  the  engine 
is  started. 

86.777- 7 (a)(3) _ Change  “engine  speed"  to  “engine  idle  speed”..  Do. 

86.777- 1 1(b) (2) . Add  provision  specifying  that  for  each  lustra-  Requirement  is  necessary  to  assure  ao- 

ment  analysis  range  used,  the  analyzer  is  to  curacy  of  test  results;  clarification, 
be  calibrated  using  a  known  span  gas;  change 
“actual  gain”  to  “true  value”  at  end  of  4th 
sentence. 

86.777- 13(b)(6) . Correct  paragraph  to  indicate  proper  length  Inadvertently  omitted  In  Feb.  27,  1975, 

oftdle  time.  publication  (40  FR  8483). 

86.777- 13(c) . Add  hydrocarbon  “hangup”  specification;  add  Specification  wae  omitted  from  Jane  30, 

specific  Instrument  span  requirements.  1975,  publication;  provision  makes 

explicit  the  current  span  requirement*! 

86.877- 7 (a)  (J)  (tU) _ Remove  wording  referring  to  “90  percent  of  Removes  unnecessary  and  oooftising 

rated  speed.”  wording. 

86X77-7 (a) (4) . Add  clarification  regarding  the  “Immediate"  Clarification; 

return  of  the  engine  to  the  idle  condition. 

86.877- ll(a)(3),  Provide  for  the  confirmation  of  smoke  opacity  Do. 

86.877-ll(b).  filter  values  by  the  Administrator  semis 

annually. 

86.877- 13(a)(4) . Charge  description  of  "transition  period” .  Do. 

88.877-  13(b)  (l)(il) . -  Revise  speed  specifications .  Removes  an  unnecessary  restriction. 

86.877- 13(b)(4)(l) . .  Change  throttle  position  instructions .  Better  defines  requirement  for  throttle 

position. 


Part  86  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  as  appli¬ 
cable  beginning  with  the  1977  model  year 
Is  amended  as  followfe,  effective  on  July 
16. 1976. 

(These  amendments  are  issued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  sections  202.  206  and  801(a)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  (42  XJS.O.  1857f-l. 
1857f-6  and  1867g(a) ) .) 


Date:  July  8, 1976. 

John  Quarles, 

Acting  Administrator. 

1.  Section  86.077-1  Is  revised  to  read 
as  follows:  v 

§  86.077—1  General  applicability. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap-  j 
plicable  to  1977  and  later  model  year 
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new  gasoline-fueled  and  Diesel  light 
duty  vehicles,  1977  and  later  model  year 
new  gasoline-fueled  and  Diesel  light 
duty  trucks  and  1977  and  later  model 
year  new  gasoline- fueled  and  Diesel 
heavy  duty  engines. 

2.  In  §  86.077-2,  the  definitions  for 
“High  altitude  conditions,”  “Loaded  ve¬ 
hicle  weight”  and  “Tank  fuel  volume”  are 
revised,  and  a  new  definition  for  “Nomi¬ 
nal  fuel  tank  capacity”  is  added.  The 
amended  section  reads  as  follows: 

§  86.077—2  Definitions. 

•  •  *  •  • 

“High  altitude  conditions”  means  a  test 
altitude  of  1585  meters  (5200  feet) ,  plus 
or  minus  274  meters  (900  feet) ,  or  equiv¬ 
alent  observed  barometric  test  conditions 
of  83.48  kPa  (24.72  inches  Hg),  plus  or 
minus  2.77  kPa  (0.82  inches  Hg) :  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  Administrator  may 
approve  conditions  other  than  those 
specified  herein  on  the  basis  of  a  written 
application  by  the  manufacturer. 

•  •  •  •  • 

“Loaded  vehicle  weight”  means  the  ve¬ 
hicle  curb  weight  of  a  light  duty  vehicle 
or  light  duty  truck  plus  300  pounds. 

•  •  •  •  • 

“Nominal  fuel  tank  capacity”  means 
the  volume  of  the  fuel  tank,  specified  by 
the  manufacturer  to  the  nearest  tenth  of 
a  U.S.  gallon,  which  may  be  filled  with 
fuel  from  the  fuel  tank  filler  inlet. 

•  •  •  •  • 

“Tank  fuel  volume”  means  the  volume 
of  fuel  in  the  fuel  tank(s),  which  is  de¬ 
termined  by  multiplying  the  manufac¬ 
turer’s  nominal  tanks  (s)  capacity  by 
0.40,  the  result  being  rounded  using 
ASTM  E29-67  to  the  nearest  tenth  of  a 
U.S.  gallon. 

*  *  •  •  * 

3.  In  §86.077-5  paragraph  (a)(2)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.077—5  General  standards;  increase 
in  emissions ;  unsafe  conditions. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  No  heavy  duty  vehicle  manufac¬ 
turer  shall  take  any  of  the  actions  speci¬ 
fied  in  section  203(a)  (1)  of  the  Act  with 
respect  to  any  gasoline-fueled  or  Diesel 
heavy  duty  vehicle  which  uses  an  engine 
which  has  not  been  certified  as  meeting 
applicable  standards.  Each  heavy  duty 
vehicle  manufacturer  shall  provide  to  the 
Administrator  prior  to  the  beginning  of 
each  model  year  a  statement  signed  by 
an  authorized  representative  which  in¬ 
cludes  the  following  information : 

*  •  •  •  • 

4.  In  §86.077-9,  paragraph  (a)(1)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  86.077—9  Emission  standards  for  1977 
light  duty  trucks. 

(a)(1)  Exhaust  emissions  from  1977 
and  later  model  year  light  duty  trucks 
shall  not  exceed : 

(i)  Hydrocarbons.  2.0  grams  per  ve¬ 
hicle  mile. 

(ii)  Carbon  monoxide.  20  grams  per 
vehicle  mile. 


(iii)  Oxides  of  nitrogen.  3.1  grams  per 
vehicle  mile. 

_  ■  •  •  •  *  • 

5.  In  §  86.077-24,  paragraph  (f)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.077—24  Test  vehicles  and  engines. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f )  In  lieu  of  testing  an  emission  data 
or  durability  data  vehicle  (or  engine) 
selected  under  paragraph  (b)  or  (c)  of 
this  section,  and  submitting  data  there¬ 
fore,  a  manufacturer  may,  with  the  prior 
written  approval  of  the  Administrator, 
submit  exhaust  emission  and/or  fuel 
evaporative  emission  data,  as  applicable, 
on  a  similar  vehicle  (or  engine)  for  which 
certification  has  previously  been  ob¬ 
tained  or  for  which  all  applicable  data 
required  under  §  86.077-23  has  previously 
been  submitted. 

•  *  •  •  • 

6.  Section  86.077-25  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  86.077—25  Maintenance. 

(а)  Light  duty  vehicles  and  light  duty 
trucks.  Paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  ap¬ 
plies  to  light  duty  vehicles  and  light  duty 
trucks. 

(1)  Scheduled  maintenance  on  the  en¬ 
gine,  emission  control  system  and  fuel 
system  of  durability  vehicles  shall  be 
scheduled  for  performance  during  dura¬ 
bility  testing  at  the  same  mileage  inter¬ 
vals  that  will  be  specified  in  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  maintenance  instructions  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  ultimate  purchaser  of  the 
motor  vehicle.  Such  maintenance  shall  be 
performed,  except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (5)  (iii)  of  this  section,  only 
under  the  following  provisions. 

(i)  Scheduled  major  engine  tuneups  to 
manufacturer’s  specifications  may  be 
performed  no  more  frequently  than  every 
12,500  miles  of  scheduled  driving,  pro¬ 
vided  that  no  tuneup  may  be  performed 
after  45,000  miles  of  scheduled  driving. 
A  scheduled  major  engine  tuneup  shall 
be  restricted  to  paragraph  (a)  (1)  (i)  (A) 
or  (B)  of  this  section,  as  applicable,  and 
shall  be  conducted  in  a  manner  consist¬ 
ent  with  service  instructions  and  specifi¬ 
cations  provided  by  the  manufacturer 
for  use  by  customer  service  personnel. 

(A)  For  gasoline-fueled  vehicles,  the 
following  items  may  be  inspected,  re¬ 
placed,  cleaned,  adjusted,  and/or  serv¬ 
iced  as  required: 

(1)  Ignition  system. 

(2)  Cold  starting  enrichment  system 
(includes  fast  idle  speed  setting) . 

(3)  Curb  idle  speed  and  alr/fuel  mix¬ 
ture. 

(4)  Drive  belt  tension  on  engine  ac¬ 
cessories. 

(5)  Valve  lash. 

(б)  Inlet  air  and  exhaust  gas  control 
valves. 

(7)  Engine  bolt  torque. 

(8)  Sparkplugs. 

(9)  Fuel  filter  and  air  filter. 

(10)  Crankcase  emission  control  sys¬ 
tem. 

(11)  Fuel  evaporative  emission  control 
system. 


(B)  For  Diesel  powered  vehicles,  a 
major  engine  tuneup  shall  be  restricted 
to  the  following: 

(1)  Adjust  low  idle  speed. 

(2)  Adjust  valve  lash  if  required. 

(3)  Adjust  injector  timing. 

(4)  Adjust  governor. 

(5)  Clean  and  service  injector  tips. 

(6)  Adjust  drive  belt  tension  on  engine 
accessories. 

(7)  Check  engine  bolt  torque  and 
tighten  as  required. 

(ii)  Change  of  engine  and  transmis¬ 
sion  oil,  and  change  or  service  of  oil  filter 
will  be  allowed  at  the  same  mileage  inter¬ 
vals  that  will  be  specified  in  the  manu¬ 
facturer’s  maintenance  instructions. 

(iii)  Readjustment  of  the  engine  idle 
speed  (curb  idle  and  fast  idle)  may  be 
performed,  in  addition  to  adjustment 
during  scheduled  major  engine  tuneups, 
once  during  the  first  5,000  miles  of  vehicle 
operation. 

(2)  (i)  For  ga*oline-fuel  vehicles,  un¬ 
scheduled  maintenance  on  the  engine, 
emission  control  system,  and  fuel  system 
of  durability  vehicles  may  be  performed, 
except  as  provided  in  paragraph  (a)  (5) 
(i)  of  this  section,  only  under  the  follow¬ 
ing  provisions: 

(A)  Any  persistently  misfiring  spark 
plug  may  be  replaced,  in  addition  to 
replacement  at  scheduled  major  engine 
tuneup  points. 

(B)  Readjustment  of  the  engine  cold 
starting  enrichment  system  mav  be  per¬ 
formed  If  there  is  a  problem  of  stalling 
or  if  there  is  visible  black  smoke. 

(C)  Readjustment  of  the  engine  idle 
speed  (curb  idle  and  fast  idle)  may  be 
performed,  in  addition  to  that  performed 
as  scheduled  maintenance  under  para¬ 
graph  (a)(1)  of  this  section,  if  the  idle 
speed  exceeds  the  manufacturer’s  rec¬ 
ommended  idle  sDeed  bv  300  r.prn.  or 
more,  or  if  there  is  a  problem  of  stalling. 

(D)  The  idle  mixture  mav  be  reset, 
other  than  during  scheduled  major 
engine  tuneups,  onW  with  the  advance 
approval  of  the  Administrator. 

(ii)  For  Diesel  powered  vehicles,  un¬ 
scheduled  maintenance  on  the  engine, 
emission  control  svstem,  and  fuel  system 
of  durability  vehicles  may  be  performed, 
excent  as  provided  in  paragraph  (a)  (5) 
(i)  of  this  section,  only  under  the  follow¬ 
ing  provisions: 

(A)  Iniectors  mav  be  changed  if  a  per¬ 
sistent  misfire  is  detected. 

(B)  Readjustment  of  the  engine  idle 
speed  (curb  idle  pnd  fast  idle)  may  be 
performed,  in  addition  to  that  performed 
as  scheduled  maintenance  under  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (1)  of  this  sect  Jon,  if  the  idle 
sneed  exceeds  the  manufacturer’s  rec¬ 
ommended  idle  speed  bv  300  r.p.m.  or 
more,  or  if  there  is  a  problem  of  stalling. 

(3)  An  exhaust  gas  recirculation 
(EGR)  system  may  be  serviced  during 
durability  testing  only  under  one  of  the 
following  provisions: 

(i)  Manufacturers  may  schedule  serv¬ 
ice  to  the  EGR  system  at  the  scheduled 
major  engine  tuneups  if  an  audible  and/ 
or  visual  signal  approved  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  alerts  the  vehicle  operator  to 
the  need  for  EGR  system  maintenance  at 
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each  of  those  mileage  points.  One  addi¬ 
tional  servicing  may  also  be  performed 
as  unscheduled  maintenance  if  there  is 
an  overt  indication  of  malfunction  and 
if  the  malfunction  or  repair  of  the  mal¬ 
function  does  not  render  the  test  vehicle 
unrepresentative  of  vehicles  in  use. 

(ii)  Manufacturers  may  service  the 
EGR  system  as  unscheduled  mainte¬ 
nance  a  maximum  of  three  times  during 
the  50,000  miles  if  failure  of  the  EGR 
system  activates  an  audible  and/or 
visual  signal  approved  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  which  alerts  the  vehicle  operator 
to  the  need  for  EGR  system  mainte¬ 
nance.  One  additional  servicing  may  also 
be  performed  as  unscheduled  mainte¬ 
nance  if  there  is  an  overt  indication  of 
malfunction  and  if  the  malfunction  or 
repair  of  the  malfunction  does  not  render 
the  test  vehicle  unrepresentative  of  vehi¬ 
cles  in  use. 

(iii)  Manufacturers  may  service  the 
EGR  system  a  maximum  of  three  times 
during  the  50,000  miles  either  at  a 
scheduled  major  engine  tuneup  point  or 
as  unscheduled  maintenance,  if  an  audi¬ 
ble  and/or  visual  signal  approved  by  the 
Administrator  alerts  the  vehicle  operator 
to  the  need  for  EGR  system  mainte¬ 
nance.  The  signal  may  be  activated 
either  by  EGR  system  failure  (unsched¬ 
uled  maintenance)  or  need  for  scheduled 
periodic  maintenance.  If  maintenance  is 
performed,  the  signal  for  scheduled 
periodic  maintenance  shall  be  reset.  One 
additional  servicing  may  also  be  per¬ 
formed  as  unscheduled  maintenance  if 
there  is  an  overt  indication  of  malfunc¬ 
tion  and  if  the  malfunction  or  repair  of 
the  malfunction  does  not  render  the  test 
vehicle  unrepresentative  of  the  vehicles 
in  use. 

(iv)  Manufacturers  may  schedule 
service  to  the  EGR  system  at  the  sched¬ 
uled  major  engine  tuneup(s)  if  failure 
to  perform  EGR  system  maintenance  is 
not  likely,  as  determined  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  to  result  in  an  improvement  in 
vehicle  performance.  One  additional 
servicing  may  also  be  performed  as  un¬ 
scheduled  maintenance  if  there  is  an 
overt  indication  of  malfunction  and  if 
the  malfunction  or  repair  of  the  mal¬ 
function  does  not  render  the  test  vehicle 
unrepresentative  of  vehicles  in  use. 

(4)  The  catalytic  converter  may  be 
serviced  once  during  50,000  miles  if  an 
audible  and/or  visual  signal  approved  by 
the  Administrator  alerts  the  vehicle 
operator  to  the  need  for  maintenance. 
The  signal  may  be  activated  either  by 
component  failure  or  need  for  mainte¬ 
nance  at  a  scheduled  point. 

(5)  Any  other  engine,  emission  control 
system,  or  fuel  system  adjustment,  re¬ 
pair,  removal,  disassembly,  cleaning,  or 
replacement  on  durability  vehicles  shall 
be  performed  only  with  the  advance  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  Administrator. 

(1)  In  the  case  of  unscheduled  mainte¬ 
nance,  such  approval  will  be  given  if  the 
Administrator: 

(A)  Has  made  a  preliminary  determi¬ 
nation  that  part  failure  or  system  mal¬ 
function,  or  the  repair  of  such  failure  or 
malfunction,  does  not  render  the  vehicle 


unrepresentative"  of  vehicles  in  use,  and 
does  not  require  direct  access  to  the  com¬ 
bustion  chamber,  except  for  sparkplug, 
fuel  injection  component,  or  removable 
prechamber  removal  or  replacement  (as 
applicable) ;  and 

(B>  Has  made  a  determination  that 
the  need  for  maintenance  or  repairs  is 
indicated  by  an  overt  indication  of  mal¬ 
function  such  as  persistent  misfire,  vehi¬ 
cle  stall,  overheating,  fluid  leakage,-  loss 
of  oil  pressure,  or  charge  indicator 
warning. 

(ii)  Emission  measurements  may  not 
be  used  as  a  means  of  determining  the 
need  for  unscheduled  maintenance  under 
paragraph  (a)  (5)  (i)  (A). 

(iii)  Requests  for  authorization  of 
scheduled  maintenance  of  emission  con¬ 
trol-related  components  not  specifically 
authorized  to  be  maintained  by  these 
regulations  must  be  made  prior  to  the 
beginning  of  durability  testing.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  will  approve  the  performance 
of  such  maintenance  if  the  manufacturer 
makes  a  satisfactory  showing  that  the 
maintenance  will  be  performed  on  vehi¬ 
cles  in  use. 

(6)  If  the  Administrator  determines 
that  part  failure  or  system  malfunction 
occurrence  and/or  repair  rendered  the 
vehicle  unrepresentative  of  vehicles  in 
use,  the  vehicle  shall  not  be  used  as  a 
durability  vehicle. 

(7)  Where  the  Administrator  agrees 
under  §  86.077-26  to  a  mileage  accu¬ 
mulation  of  less  than  50,000  miles  for 
durability  testing,  he  may  modify  the 
requirements  of  this  paragraph. 

(8)  (i)  Adjustment  of  engine  idle  speed 
on  emission  data  vehicles  may  be  per¬ 
formed  once  before  the  6436  kilometer 
(40(a)  mile)  test  point.  Any  other  en¬ 
gine,  emission  control  system  or  fuel  sys¬ 
tem  adjustment,  repair,  removal,  disas¬ 
sembly,  cleaning,  or  replacement  on 
emission  data  vehicles  shall  be  per¬ 
formed  only  with  the  advance  approval 
of  the  Administrator. 

(ii)  Maintenance  on  emission  data 
vehicles  selected  under  §  86.077-24  (b) 
(1)  (v)  and  permitted  to  be  tested  for 
purposes  of  |  86.077-23(b)  (1)  (ii)  under 
the  provisions  of  S  86.077-24(b)  (1)  (vi) 
may  be  performed  in  conjunction  with 
emission  control  system  modifications 
at  the  6436  kilometer  (4000  mile)  test 
point,  and  shall  be  performed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  maintenance  instruc¬ 
tions  to  be  provided  to  the  ultimate  pur¬ 
chaser  required  under  $  86.077-33, 

(iii)  Maintenance  on  those  emission 
data  vehicles  selected  under  9  86.077-24 
(b)(1)  (v)  which  are  not  capable  of  be¬ 
ing  modified  in  the  field  for  the  purpose 
of  complying  with  emission  standards  at 
an  altitude  other  than  Intended  by  the 
original  design  may  be  performed  in  con¬ 
junction  with  the  emission  control  sys¬ 
tem  modifications  at  the  6436  kilometer 
(4000  mile)  test  point,  and  shall  be  ap¬ 
proved  in  advance  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor. 

(9)  Repairs  to  vehicle  components  of 
the  durability  or  emission  data  vehicle 
other  than  the  engine,  emission  control 
system,  or  fuel  system,  shall  be  performed 


only  as  a  result  of  part  failure,  vehicle 
system  malfunction,  or  with  the  advance 
approval  of  the  Administrator. 

(10)  Complete  emission  tests  (see 
!$  86.177-5  through  86.177-23)  are  re¬ 
quired,  unless  waived  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  before  and  after  any  vehicle  main¬ 
tenance  which  may  reasonably  be  ex¬ 
pected  to  affect  emissions.  These  test 
data  shall  be  air  posted  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  within  24  hours  (or  delivered 
within  3  working  days)  after  the  test 
along  with  a  complete  record  of  all  per¬ 
tinent  maintenance  Including  a  pre¬ 
liminary  engineering  report  of  any  mal¬ 
function  diagnosis  and  corrective  action 
taken.  A  complete  engineering  report 
shall  be  delivered  or  air  posted  to  the 
Administrator  within  10  working  days 
after  the  tests.  In  addition,  all  test  data 
and  maintenance  reports  shall  be  com¬ 
piled  and  provided  to  the  Administrator 
in  accordance  with  §  86.077-23. 

(11)  The  Administrator  shall  be  given 
the  opportunity  to  verify  the  existence  of 
an  overt  indication  of  part  failure  and/ 
or  vehicle  malfunction  (e.g.,  misfire, 
stall,  black  smoke),  or  an  activation  of 
and  audible  and/or  visual  signal,  prior  to 
the  performance  of  any  maintenance  to 
which  such  overt  indication  or  signal  is 
relevant  under  the  provisions  of  this 
section. 

(12)  Equipment,  instruments,  or  tools 
may  not  be  used  to  identify  malfunction¬ 
ing,  maladjusted,  or  defective  engine 
components  unless  the  same  or  equiva¬ 
lent  equipment,  instruments,  or  tools  will 
be  available  to  dealerships  and  other 
service  outlets  and 

(i)  Are  used  in  conjunction  with 
scheduled  maintenance  on  such  com¬ 
ponents. 

(11)  Are  used  subsequent  to  the  identi¬ 
fication  of  a  vehicle  or  engine  malfunc¬ 
tion,  as  provided  in  paragraph  (a)  (5)  (1) 
of  this  section  for  durability  vehicles  or 
paragraph  (a)  (8)  (i)  of  this  section  for 
emission  data  vehicles,  or 

(iii)  Unless  specifically  authorized  by 
the  Administrator. 

(b)  [Reserved] 

(c)  •  *  * 

(5)  *  •  • 

(v)  When  unscheduled  maintenance  is 
approved,  a  preliminary  engineering  re¬ 
port,  unless  waived  by  the  Administrator, 
shall  be  air  posted  within  72  hours  (or 
delivered  within  five  working  days).  A 
final  engineering  report  shall  be  deliv¬ 
ered  or  air  posted  within  10  working 
days  after  the  completion  of  the  emis¬ 
sion  tests.  The  Administrator  may  ap¬ 
prove  an  extension  of  the  time  require¬ 
ments  for  the  final  engineering  report. 

•  »  *  *  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(3)  (1)  Scheduled  maintenance  on 
emission-data  engines  is  limited  to  the 
adjustment  of  idle  speed  once  before  the 
125-hour  test  point,  provided  the  Idle 
speed  1s  outside  the  manufacturer’s  spec¬ 
ifications  shown  on  the  engine  label 
(See  9  86.077-35(a)  (111) ). 

•  •  •  •  • 

(5)  •  •  • 
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Item 


A8TM  test  method  No.  Type  1-D  Type  2-D 


Cetane . . ^ . . . . . . . .  D  613 _ 

Distillation  range . . . . . D  86 _ _ _ 

JBP,#F . . . . . 

10-pct  point,  °F_ . . . 

60-pct  point.  °F . . . . . . 

90-pclJpolnt,  °F_ . ■. . . . . . . . . 

Gravity 

Total  sulfur,  percent . .  D  12!)  or  D  2622. 

Hydrocarbon  composition . . D  1319 _ _ 

Aromatics,  percent . . . . . . . . . . 

Paraffins,  naphthenes,  olefins.. . . . 

Flashpoint.  *F.  (minimum) . . . . .  D  93 _ i . 

Viscosity,  centistokcs . .  D445__ . 


48-64 


330-390 

370-430 

410-480 

460-520 

600-560 

40  44 

0.06-0.20 


8-16 

(*) 

120 

1. 6-2.0 


42-50 


840-400 
400-460 
470-640 
650-610 
680-660 
33-37 
0.2-0. 5 


1  27 

(*) 

130 
2. 0-3. 2 


1  Minimum. 

*  Remainder. 


(3)  Diesel  fuel  meeting  the  following  specifications,  or  substantially  equivalent 
specifications  approved  by  the  Administrator,  shall  be  used  Ui  service  accumulation. 
The  grade  of  fuel  recommended  by  the  engine  manufacturer,  commercially  desig¬ 
nated  as  “Type  1-D”  or  “Type  2-D,”  shall  be  used. 


Item 


ASTM  test  method  No.  Type  1-D  Type  2-D 


Cetane _ _ 

Distillation  range . 

IBP,  *F . 

10-pct  point,  °F.. . 

50-pet  point,  °F _ -.. 

«8j>ctjpoint,  'F— . 

Gravity,  •APL.'!™!!”” 

Total  sulfur,  percent. . 

Flashpoint,  ®F  (minimum) . 
Viscosity,  centistokcs . 


D  613. 
D  86.. 


D  287 . 

D  129  or  D  2622.... 

D  93 . 

D  445 . 


48-54 


330-390 

870-430 

410-480 

460-520 

600-560 

40-44 

0.06-0.20 

120 

1. 6-2.0 


42-55 


340-410 
400-470 
470-640 
550-610 
580-600 
83-40 
0.2-0.  5 
130 

2. 0-8.  2 
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(v)  When  unscheduled  maintenance 
is  approved,  a  preliminary  engineering 
report,  unless  waived  by  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  shall  be  air  posted  within  72  hours 
(or  delivered  within  five  working  days). 
A  final  engineering  report  shall  be  deliv¬ 
ered  or  air  posted  within  10  working 
days  after  the  completion  of  the  emis¬ 
sion  tests.  The  Administrator  may  ap¬ 
prove  an  extension  of  the  time  require¬ 
ments  for  the  final  engineering  report. 

+  *  •  •  * 

7.  Section  86.077-27  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  86.077-27  Special  lest  procedures. 

(a)  For  light  duty  vehicles  or  light 
duty  trucks,  the  Administrator  may,  on 
the  basis  of  a  written  application  there¬ 
fore  by  a  manufacturer,  prescribe  test 
procedures  other  than  those  set  forth  in 
this  part  for  any  motor  vehicle  which 
he  determines  is  not  susceptible  to  satis¬ 
factory  testing  by  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  Subpart  B. 

<b)  For  heavy  duty  engines,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  may  prescribe  test  proce¬ 
dures  other  than  those  set  forth  in  this 
part  for  any  motor  vehicle  engine  which 
he  determines  is  not  susceptible  to  satis¬ 
factory  testing  by  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  Subparts  H,  I,  or  J. 

8.  In  §  86.077-35,  paragraphs  (a)(1) 
(lii)  (E)  and  (a)  (2)  (iii)  (F)  are  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.077-35  Labeling. 

<a)  •  •  • 

(1)  •  •  • 

(iii)  •  •  • 

(E)  An  unconditional  statement  of 
compliance  with  the  appropriate  model 
year  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  regulations  which  apply  to  light 
duty  vehicles  or  light  duty  trucks. 

*  *  •  »  • 

(2)  •  *  * 

(ill)  •  •  • 

(F)  An  unconditional  statement  of 
compliance  with  the  appropriate  model 
year  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  regulations  applicable  to  gaso¬ 
line-fueled  heavy  duty  engines. 

•  •  •  •  • 

0.  In  86.177-6,  paragraph  (b)  Is 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

§  86.177—6  Fuel  specifications. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  Diesel  fuels. 

(1)  The  Diesel  fuels  employed  for  test¬ 
ing  shall  be  clean  and  bright,  with  pour 
and  cloud  points  adequate  for  operabil¬ 
ity.  The  fuels  may  contain  nonmetallic 
additives  as  follows:  Cetane  improver, 
metal  deactivator,  anti-oxidant,  dehazer, 
antirust,  pour  depressant,  dye,  and  dis¬ 
persant. 

(2)  Diesel  fuel  meeting  the  following 
specifications,  or  substantially  equivalent 
specifications  approved  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator,  shall  be  used  in  exhaust  emissions 
testing.  The  grade  of  fuel  recommended 
by  the  engine  manufacturer,  commer¬ 
cially  designated  as  “Type  1-D”  or  “Type 
2-D,”  shall  be  used. 


(4)  Other  petroleum  distillate  fuel 
specifications: 

<i)  Other  petroleum  distillate  fuels 
any  be  used  for  testing  and  service  ac¬ 
cumulation  provided  they  are  commer¬ 
cially  available,  and 

til)  Information,  acceptable  to  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  is  provided  to  show  that  only 
the  designated  fuel  would  be  used  in  cus¬ 
tomer  service,  and 

(lii)  Use  of  a  fuel  listed  under  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  (2)  and  (b)  (3)  of  this  section 
would  have  a  detrimental  effect  on  emis¬ 
sions  or  durability,  and 

(iv)  Written  approval  from  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  fuel  specifications  was 
provided  prior  to  the  start  of  testing. 

(5)  The  specification  range  of  the  fuels 
to  be  used  under  paragraphs  <b)  (2) ,  (b) 
(3)  and  (b)(4)  of  this  section  shall  be 
reported  in  accordance  with  5  86.077-21 
(b)(3). 

10.  In  §  86.177-8,  paragraph  <b)  (3)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.177—8  Vehicle  preconditioning. 

_  •  *  *  t  * 

<b)  •  •  • 

(3)  The  engine  and  cooling  fan  shall 
be  stopped  upon  completion  of  the  dy¬ 
namometer  operation  and  the  vehicle 
permitted  to  soak  either  on  or  off  the 
dynamometer  stand  at  an  ambient  tem¬ 
perature  between  76°  F  and  86°  F  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  one  hour. 

•  •  •  •  • 

11.  Section  86.177-12  is  Tevised  to  read 
asfoDows: 

§  86.177—12  Manual  transmissions. 

(a)  All  test  conditions  except  as  noted 
shall  be  run  according  to  the  manufac¬ 
turer’s  recommendation  to  the  ultimate 
purchaser. 


(b)  Vehicles  equipped  with  free  wheel¬ 
ing  or  overdrive  shall  be  tested  with  these 
features  operated  according  to  the 
manufacturer's  reoommendations  to  the 
ultimate  purchaser. 

(c)  Idle  shall  be  rim  with  transmission 
in  gear  and  with  clutch  disengaged  (ex¬ 
cept  first  idle;  see  5  86.177-15). 

(d)  The  vehicle  shall  be  driven  with 
minimum  accelerator  pedal  movement  to 
maintain  the  desired  speed. 

(e)  Acceleration  modes  shall  be  driven 
smoothly  following  the  shift  speeds  and 
procedure  as  recommended  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer  to  the  ultimate  purchaser.  The 
operator  shall  release  the  accelerator 
pedal  during  the  shift,  and  accomplish 
the  shift  with  minimum  closed  throttle 
time.  If  the  vehicle  cannot  accelerate  at 
the  specified  rates,  the  vehicle  shall  be 
operated  with  the  accelerator  pedal  fully 
depressed  until  the  vehicle  speed  reaches 
the  speed  at  which  it  should  be  at  that 
time  during  the  test. 

(f)  The  deceleration  modes  shall  be 
run  with  clutch  engaged  and  without 
shifting  gears  from  the  previous  mode, 
using  brakes  or  accelerator  pedal  as  nec¬ 
essary  to  maintain  the  desired  speed.  For 
those  modes  which  decelerate  to  zero,  the 
clutch  shall  be  depressed  when  the  speed 
drops  below  15  m.p.h.,  wl\en  engine 
roughness  is  evident,  or  when  engine 
stalling  is  imminent. 

(g)  Downshifting  is  allowed  at  the 
beginning  of  or  during  a  power  mode  in 
accordance  with  the  manufacturer’s 
recommendation  to  the  ultimate  pur¬ 
chaser. 

(h)  If  the  transmission  ratio  in  first 
gear  exceeds  5:1,  follow  the  procedure  as 
recommended  by  the  manufacturer  to 
the  ultimate  purchaser  for  the  use  of 
first  gear. 
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§  86.177—13  [Reserved] 

12.  Section  86.177-13  is  reserved. 

13.  Section  86.177-14  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  86.177—14  Automatic  transmissions. 

(a)  All  test  conditions  shall  be  run 
according  to  the  manufacturer’s  recom¬ 
mendation  to  the  intimate  purchaser. 

(b)  Idle  modes  shall  be  run  with  the 
transmission  in  “Drive”  and  the  wheels 
braked  (except  first  idle:  see  §  86.177- 
15). 

(c)  The  vehicle  shall  be  driven  with 
minimum  accelerator  pedal  movement 
to  maintain  the  desired  speed. 

(d)  Acceleration  modes  shall  be  driven 
smoothly  allowing  the  transmission  to 
shift  in  accordance  with  the  manufac¬ 
turer’s  recommendations  to  the  ultimate 
purchaser.  If  the  vehicle  cannot  acceler¬ 
ate  at  the  specified  rates,  the  vehicle 
shall  be  operated  with  the  accelerator 
pedal  fully  depressed  until  the  vehicle 
speed  reaches  the  speed  at  which  it 
should  be  at  that  time  during  the  driving 
schedule. 

(e>  The  deceleration  modes  shall  be 
run  in  gear  using  brakes  or  accelerator 
pedal  as  necessary  to  maintain  the  de¬ 
sired  speed. 

(f)  Vehicles  equipped  with  free  wheel¬ 
ing  or  overdrive  shall  be  tested  with 
these  features  operated  according  to  the 
manufacturer’s  recommendation  to  the 
ultimate  purchaser.  > 

14.  In  8  86.177-15,  paragraph  (a)  (2) 
(ii)  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.177—15  Engine  starting  and  re. 
starting. 

(a>  *  *  • 

<2>  *  *  * 

(ii)  Vehicles  equipped  with  manual 
chokes  shall  be  operated  according  to  the 
manufacturer’s  instructions  to  the  ulti¬ 
mate  purchaser  in  the  owner’s  manual. 
The  transmission  shall  be  placed  in  gear 
15  seconds  after  the  engine  is  started.  If 
necessary,  braking  may  be  employed  to 
keep  the  drive  wheels  from  turning. 

*  •  •  •  • 

15.  In  §  86.777-7,  paragraph  (a)(3)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.777—7  Dynamometer  operation  cy¬ 
cle  and  equipment. 

(a)  •  *  * 

(3)  The  idle  operating  mode  shall  be 
carried  out  at  the  manufacturer’s  recom¬ 
mended  engine  idle  speed.  The  CT  oper¬ 
ating  mode  shall  be  carried  out  at  the 
same  engine  speed  as  in  paragraph  (a) 
(2)  of  this  section. 

•  0  *  •  • 

16.  In  §  86.777-11,  paragraph  (b)  (2) 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.777—11  Calibration  and  instrument 
checks. 

*  *  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  * 

(2)  For  each  range  used,  introduce  the 
span  gas  and  set  the  analyzer  gain  to 
match  the  response  to  the  value  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  calibration  curve.  In  order 
to  avoid  a  correction  for  sample  cell 
pressure,  use  the  same  flow  rate  as  that 


used  to  calibrate  the  analyzer.  The  span 
gas  should  produce  a  signal  from  80  to 
100  percent  of  the  full  scale  response. 
The  concentration  of  the  span  gas  should 
be  known  within  ±2  percent  of  the  true 
value.  If  gain  has  shifted  by  more  than 
3  percent  of  scale,  check  tuning.  If  nec¬ 
essary,  check  calibration.  Recheck  after 
test.  Record  actual  concentrations  on 
chart. 

*  •  *  .  *  • 

17.  In  §  86.777-13,  paragraphs  (b)  (6) 
and  (c)  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.777—13  Dynamometer  test  run. 

*  •  *  *  • 

(b>  *  •  * 

•  6)  Start  the  engine  and  operate 
within  the  manufacturer’s  r.p.m.  speci¬ 
fications  for  off  idle  operation  for  five 
minutes. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(c»  Upon  completion  of  the  test  purge 
the  sample  line  with  nitrogen  to  establish 
a  constant  hydrocarbon  “hangup”  level. 
The  hydrocarbon  concentration  shall 
drop  to  5  percent  or  less  of  full  scale 
within  10  seconds  and  3  percent  or  less/ 
of  full  scale  within  3  minutes  or  the  test 
is  invalid.  Check  calibration  of  exhaust 
emission  instruments.  For  each  range,  a 
drift  in  excess  of  2  percent  of  full  scale 
in  the  calibration  of  any  one  of  the  ex¬ 
haust  emission  analyzers  will  invalidate 
the  test  results. 

•  •  •  *  * 

18.  In  §  86.877-7,  paragraphs  (a)  (2) 
<iii>  and  (a)  (4)  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  86.877—7  Dynamometer  operation  cy¬ 
cle  for  smoke  emission  tests. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(2)  •  •  • 

(iii)  After  the  engine  reaches  the  speed 
required  in  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (ii)  of  this 
section,  the  throttle  shall  be  moved  rap¬ 
idly  to.  and  held  in,  the  fully-closed 
position.  Immediately  after  the  throttle 
is  closed,  the  preselected  load  required  to 
perform  the  acceleration  in  paragraph 
(a)(2Hiv>  of  this  section  shall  be  ap¬ 
plied. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(4)  Engine  unloading.  Immediately 
after  completion  of  the  preceding  lugging 
mode,  the  dynamometer  and  engine  con- . 
trols  shall  be  returned  to  the  idle  position 
described  in  paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this 
section.  The  engine  must  be  at  the  low 
idle  condition  within  one  minute  after 
completion  of  the  lugging  mode. 

•  *  *  *  • 

19.  In  §86.877-11,  paragraphs  (a)(3) 
and  (b)  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.877—1 1  Instrument  checks. 

.(a)  * 

(3)  Calibrated  neutral  density  filters 
having  approximately  10,  20,  and  40  per¬ 
cent  opacity  shall  be  employed  to  check 
the  linearity  of  the  instrument.  The 
fllter(s)  shall  be  inserted  in  the  light 
path  perpendicular  to  the  axis  of  the 
beam  and  adjacent  to  the  opening  from 
which  the  beam  of  light  from  the  light 
source  emanates,  and  the  recorder  re¬ 


sponse  shall  be  noted.  The  nominal  opac¬ 
ity  value  of  the  filter  shall  be  confirmed 
by  the  Administrator  semi-annually.  De¬ 
viations  in  excess  of  1  percent  of  the 
nominal  opacity  shall  be  corrected. 

(b)  The  instruments  for  measuring 
and  recording  engine  r.p.m.,  engine 
torque,  air  inlet  restrictions,  exhaust 
system  back  pressure,  throttle  position, 
etc.,  which  are  used  in  the  tests  pre¬ 
scribed  herein,  shall  be  calibrated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  good  engineering  practice. 

20.  In  §  86.877-13,  paragraphs  (a)  (4) . 
(b)(1)  (ii)  and  (b)  (4)  (i)  are  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  86.877—13  Chart  reading. 

♦  *  •  *  • 

(a)  *  •  * 

(4)  The  transition  period  specified  in 
§  86.877-7(a)  (2)  (ill)  starts  when  the 
preceding  acceleration  mode  has  been 
completed  and  ends  when  the  throttle  is 
in  the  fully-open  position  as  indicated 
by  the  throttle  position  trace. 

*  *  •  •  * 

(b)  *  *  • 

(1)  *  *  * 

(ii)  Speed:  within  specifications  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  four  minutes  of  the  mode. 
*  *  *  •  • 

(4)  .  .  . 

(i)  Throttle  position:  moved  rapidly 
to,  and  held  in  the  fully-closed  position. 
•  ,  *  •  •  • 

| FR  Doc.76-20499  Filed  7-16-76; 8: 45  ami 

Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  20776;  FCC  76-8481 

PART  1— PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

PART  43— REPORTS  OF  COMMUNICA¬ 
TION  COMMON  CARRIERS  AND  CER¬ 
TAIN  AFFILIATES 

Monthly  Report  Form  901 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  1.786  of  Part  1  and  9  43.31  of  Part  43 
of  the  FCC  rules  and  regulations'  to  re¬ 
quire  monthly  submission  of  consolidated 
system  Monthly  Report  Form  901  by  cer¬ 
tain  companies  subject  to  FCC  regula¬ 
tion;  and  amendment  of  Part  43  of  the 
rules  to  establish  a  50-day  allowed  time 
period  for  filing  of  such  consolidated  re¬ 
ports. 

1.  On  April  21,  1976  the  Commission 
released  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
in  the  above-entitled  matter  which  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  27,  1976  (41  FR  17571). 

2.  The  notice  presented  for  comment  on 
or  before  May  27, 1976  and  for  reply  com¬ 
ment  on  or  before  June  7,  1976,  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  amend  §  1.786  of  Part  1  and 
§  43.31  of  Part  43  of  the  rules  so  that 
those  companies  controlling  telephone 
communications  subsidiaries,  all  of  which 
are  subject  to  FCC  regulation,  shall  be 
required  to  submit  consolidated  system 
Monthly  901  Reports  (Monthly  Report 
of  Revenues,  Expenses  and  Other  Items- 
Telephone  Companies),  in  addition  to 
fulfilling -their  present  requirement  of 
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submitting  this  report  on  an  Individual 
operating  oompany  and  functional  de¬ 
partment  basis. 

3.  The  notice  also  proposed  that  Part 
43,  S  43-31  of  the  Buies  be  amended  to 
allow  an  additional  ten  days  (a  total  of 
60  days)  for  submission  of  the  consoli¬ 
dated  system  001  Report.  However,  it  was 
not  proposed  that  the  reporting  time 
period  for  submission  of  the  individual 
company  or  individual  functional  unit 
901  reports  be  altered. 

4.  No  comments  were  filed  by  any  of 
the  carriers  with  respect  to  either  of  the 
above  proposals. 

5.  In  view  of  the  absence  of  objections 
or  comments  to  the  above  proposals.  Part 
1  and  Part  43  of  the  FCC  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  are  amended  exactly  as  proposed 
in  the  notice  of  proposed  rule  making. 

6 .  It  is  ordered,  That,  under  authority 
contained  in  section  4(i),  201,  219,  and 
220  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934 
(47  U.S.C.  154(i),  201.  219.  and  220) 
Part  1  and  Part  43  of  the  FCC  rules  and 
regulations  are  amended  as  set  forth  be¬ 
low,  effective  September  1, 1976. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  hereby  terminated.  \ 

(Secs.  4,  201,  219,  220,  48  Stat.,  as  amendea, 
1068,  1070,  1077,  1078;  47  U.S.C.  154,  201,  219, 
220.) 

Adopted;  July  7, 1976. 

Released;  July  15, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

1.  In  Part  1,  Practice  and  Procedure, 

9  1.786  is  amended  by  redesignating  pres¬ 
ent  paragraph  contained  therein  to'  (a) 
and  adding  a  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  1.786  Monthly  Financial  Reports. 

(b)  Companies  controlling  a  system  of 
two  or  more  telephone  communications 
common  carrier" subsidiaries  both  or  all 
of  which  are  subject  to  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  of  this  Commission  shall  file 
FCC  Form  901  monthly  on  a  consolidated 
system  basis. 

2.  In  Part  43,  Reports  of  Communica¬ 
tions  Common  Carriers  and  Certain  Af¬ 
filiates.  |  43.31,  is  amended  by  adding  a 
new  paragraph  (b)  and  redesignating 
present  paragraph  (b)  to  (c) :  the  new 
paragraph  (b)  is  to  read  as  follows: 

S  43.31  Monthly  Reports  of  Communi¬ 
cation  Common  Carriers. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  Companies  controlling  two  or  more 
telephone  communications  common  car¬ 
rier  subsidiaries  both  or  all  of  which  are 
subject  to  the  aforementioned  reporting 
requirements  (paragraph  (a)  of  this 
Section)  shall  file  with  the  Commission 
within  fifty  (50)  days  after  the  end  of 
each  calender  month  two  certified  copies 
of  a  consolidated  system  report  for  that 
month  on  forms  prescribed  (or  approved) 
by  the  Commission. 

•  •  .  *  •  • 
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CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 
(FOC  76-656;  RM-26B9] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 
Broadcast  Station  Identification 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  the 
Commission's  rules  regarding  broadcast  ' 
station  identification  announcements. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  rule  making  filed  by  Mldwe6t 
Radio  Television,  Inc.  (“Midwest")  seek¬ 
ing  an  amendment  to  9  73.1201(b)  (1)  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  Public  Notice  of 
such  filing  was  given  May  24,  1976,  and 
no  comments  in  opposition  were  filed. 

2.  Recently  the  Commission  amended 1 
Section  1.1201(b)(1)  of  its  rules  which 
govern  the  making  of  required  station 
Identification  announcements.  These  an¬ 
nouncements,  required  by  international 
treaties,  are  designed  to  identify  the  sta¬ 
tion  to  the  listening  public.  Our  rules 
require  the  making  of  these  announce¬ 
ments  hourly  during  the  broadcast  day. 
Until  the  recent  amendment  to  the  rule, 
the  announcements  were  limited  to  the 
station’s  call  letters  immediately  fol¬ 
lowed  by  the  station’s  community  of  li¬ 
cense.  The  amendment  permitted  the  in¬ 
sertion  of  the  licensee’s  name  between 
the  station’s  call  letters  and  its  station 
location  when  making  these  hourly  an¬ 
nouncements.  Midwest  urges  that  the 
same  reasoning  also  supports  a  further 
amendment  to  permit  the  insertion  of 
the  station’s  frequency  or  channel  num¬ 
ber.  It  asserts  that  such  an  insertion 
would  provide  useful  information  with¬ 
out  causing  any  confusion  about  station 
location.  Also  it  contends  that  its  pro¬ 
posal  would  not  present  any  problem  in 
terms  of  a  possible  misuse  of  these  an¬ 
nouncements  for  promotional  purposes. 
These,  as  petitioner  sees  it,  were  the  cri¬ 
teria  employed  by  the  Commission  in 
adopting  the  recent  amendment. 

3.  We  agree  with  Midwest  that  the 
reasoning  which  called  for  permitting 
Insertion  of  the  licensee’s  name  applies 
with  equal  force  here.  Such  an  insertion 
could  enhance  the  informational  value 
of  the  announcement  and  thus  would  not 
be  inconsistent  with  the  purposes  for 
which  these  announcements  are  required. 
Moreover,  we  see  no  potential  here  for 
misuse  of  these  announcements  for  pro¬ 
motional  purpose.  However,  one  point 
should  be  noted.  As  proposed  by  Midwest 
the  rule  would  allow  insertion  of  “the 
station’s  frequency  or  channel  number." 
In  the  example  it  uses,  the  phrase  em¬ 
ployed  is  “830  on  your  dial.”  This  Is 
slightly  different  from  what  its  proposal 
would  be  understood  to  allow.  Although 
we  believe  that  Midwest’s  proposal  is 
acceptable,  it  is  Important  for  stations 
to  understand  that  no  material  may  be 
included  beyond  that  necessitated  by  the 
inclusion  of  the  station’s  frequency. 
Thus,  for  example,  830  kilohertz  or  830 
on  your  (AM)  dial  are  In  conformity 
with  the  amended  rule,  but  830  on  your 
twinging  dial  in  exciting  Podunk  City  is 
Dot. 


*41  FR  7106,  58  F.C.C.  2d  335,  36  RR  2d 
216  (1976). 


4.  As  with  the  previous  amendment,  we 
do  not  believe  that  a  prior  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  necessary  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  5  U.8.C.  9  553(b). 
Moreover,  we  note  that  the  effect  of  the 
change  Is  to  relieve  an  existing 
restriction. 

5.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  contained  in  Sections  40),  303 
(g)  and  (r)  IT  IS  ORDERED,  That  the 
subject  petition  for  rule  making  is 
granted  and  9  73.1201(b)  (1)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below  in  Appendix  effective  July  22, 1976. 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  8tat.,  u  amended,  1066,  1082; 
47  UJ3.C.  164,803) 

Adopted:  July  7, 1976. 

Released:  July  15, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Section  73.1201(b)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows :  / 

§  73.1201  Station  identification. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Content.  (1)  Official  station  inden- 
tificatlon  shall  consist  of  the  station's 
caH  letters  immediately  followed  by  the 
community  or  communities  specified  in 
its  license  as  the  station’s  location:  Pro¬ 
vided,  that  the  name  of  the  licensee  or 
the  station’s  frequency  or  channel  num¬ 
ber,  or  both,  as  stated  on  the  station’s 
license  may  be  inserted  between  the  call 
letters  and  station  location.  No  other 
insertion  is  permissible. 

•  •••.• 
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'  (Docket  No.  20435;  RM-2398] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

FM  Broadcast  Stations;  Table  of 
Assignments 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of 
9  73.202(b),  table  of  assignments,  FM 
broadcast  stations.  (La  Crosse,  Wiscon¬ 
sin) 

1.  On  April  15,  1975,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Mak¬ 
ing  (40  FR  18462)  to  assign  Channel 
269A  to  La  Crosse,  Wisconsin,  at  the  re¬ 
quest  of  Family  Radio,  Inc.,  licensee  of 
AM  Station  WIZM  at  La  Crosse.  A  Re¬ 
quest  For  Supplemental  Information  (40 
FR  51482)  was  adopted  October  22, 1975, 
to  determine  possible  air  hazards  this 
proposal  might  cause. 

2.  On  December  18, 1975,  Family  Radio, 
Inc.,  requested  an  extension  of  time  in 
which  to  file  comments,  but  no  further 
comments  were  forthcoming.  On  May  20, 
1976,  the  Commission  approved  a  volun¬ 
tary  transfer  of  Station  WWLA(FM)  at 
La  Crosse  to  Family  Radio,  Inc.  (File  No. 
BALH-2256.)  Family  Radio.  Inc.,  would 
now  be  prevented  from  pursuing  its  pe¬ 
tition  in  the  present  proceeding  by  our 
Multiple  Ownership  Rules  (9  73.240(a) 
(1>>. 

3.  No  other  party  has  expressed  an  in¬ 
terest  in  operating  a  station  on  Channel 
269A  at  La  Crosse.  The  Commission  gen- 
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9.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That 
Parts  81  and  83  o2  the  rules  are  amended 
as  indicated  below  effective  August  12, 
1976.  Authority  for  the  promulgation  of 
these  rules  Is  contained  in  Sections  4(1), 
303  (b) ,  (c)  and  (r)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  IS  TERMINATED. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  St&t„  as  amended,  1066, 
1082;  47  U.8.C.  164,  303) 

Adopted:  June  29, 1976. 

Released:  July  9, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Parts  81  and  83  of  Chapter  I  of  Title 
47  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
are  amended  as  follows: 

FART  81 — STATIONS  ON  LAND  IN  THE 
MARITIME  SERVICES  AND  ALASKA- 
PUBLIC  FIXED  STATIONS 

Section  81.356(a)  is  amended  and  <b> 
(6)  is  reserved  to  read  as  follows: 

§  81.356  Assignable  frequencies  in  the 
band  156-162  MHz. 

(»)•*• 


daily  does  not  ttmAo  FM  ft^‘J((pn,nentK  [Docket  Nto.  20766;  FCC  76-4161 

without  assurance  from  a  party  that  it  STATIONS  ON  LAND  AND  ON  SHIPBOARD 
intends  to  operate  a  station  on  the  chan-  m  THC  maritime  SERVICES 

n£i  if  authorized.  See  Appendix,  para.  2, 

of  the  Notice  in  this  proceeding,  and  Jef-  In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Parts 
ferson  City,  Missouri,  56  F.C.CL  2d  40  81  and  83  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to 
(1975).  There  being  no  reason  not  to  permit  VHP  channels  69,  71  and  78  to  be 
terminate  this  proceeding,  the  Table  of  need  for  intership  communications  as 
FM  Assignments  will  remain  unchanged  well  as  ship  to  coast, 
as  regards  La  Crosse,  Wisconsin.  This  ac-  1.  A  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
tion  is  without  prejudice  to  consideration  in  the  above-captioned  matter  was  re- 
of  a  new  petition  for  rule  making  should  leased  on  April  8, 1976,  and  was  published 
an  Interested  party  come  forward.  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April  14,  1976 

4.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  IT  IS  «1  FR  15719) .  The  time  for  filing  com- 

ORDERED,  That  effective  August  20,  ments  and  reply  comments  has  expired, 
1976,  the  petition  of  Family  Radio,  Inc.,  and  only  one  comment  was  filed.  That 
is  denied  and  this  proceeding  is  termi-  comment  was  by  the  Northern  California 
nat,ed.  Marine  Radio  Council  and  supported  the 

5.  Authority  for  this  action  is  con-  Proposed  rule  changes. 

tained  in  Sections  4(1),  5(d)(1),  303(g)  2.  The  rule  change  will  permit  inter- 


PART  73 — RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICES 

Reregulation  of  Radio  and  Television 
Broadcasting;  Correction 

In  the  Order  In  the  above-entitled 
proceeding,  Mimeo  No.  40746,  FCC  76- 
487,  which  was  released  on  June  7,  1976, 
and  published  In  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  8,  1976  (41  FR  22940) ,  paragraph  7 
of  the  Appendix  to  the  Order  containing 
an  amendment  of  paragraph  (a)  (9)  of 
§  79.114  should  have  Included  an  addi¬ 
tional  new  subparagraph  (a)  (9)  (v)  as 
discussed  in  paragraph  1  (b)  of  the  Order 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  73.114  Maintenance  log. 


2.  In  Section  83.359,  channels  69,  71 
and  78  under  “Points  of  CommunlfmMon" 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  83.359  Frequencies  in  the  band  156- 
162  MHa  available  for  alignment. 


PART  83— STATIONS  ON  SHIPBOARD 
IN  THE  MARITIME  SERVICES 

1.  Sections  83.351(a)  Is  amended  and 
(b)  (53)  is  reserved  to  read  as  follows: 

§  83.351  Frequencies  available. 


Points  of 

communication 


(v)  For  stations  where  the  Indications 
of  phase  and  sample  loop  currents  or 
their  ratios  provided  by  a  type-approved 
antenna  monitor  and  an  approved 
sampling  system  are  observed  and  en¬ 
tered  in  the  operating  log,  the  entries 
specified  in  paragraph  a(8)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  are  not  required  to  be  entered  in  the 
maintenance  log. 

Released:  July  9,  1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20469  Filed  7-14-76;8:46  am] 


Carrier  frequency 
(kilohertz) 


Conditions  of  use 


Section  Limitations 


(Mtflurtt) 


156.476.. 


166  675  166  676  Intership  and  ship  to 


83.369 


83.359  40,41,30.64 
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Frequency  (megahertz) 

_____ 

Coast 

Ship 

Conditions 

of  use 

•  • 

• 

• 

»  • 

• 

Noncommercial 

•  • 

m . . 

6 

156.  475 

• 

156.476  ... 

•  • 

71. . 

[166375 

156578  ... 

r 

156  925  ... 

7 

2S396 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


\ 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X — FEDERAL  INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  FI-2147] 

PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  AND 
MAPPING  OF  SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas 

•  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  the 
identification  of  communities  with  areas 
of  special  flood  or  mudslide  or  erosion 
hazards  in  accordance  with  Part  1915  of 
Title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  as  authorized  by  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (42  U.S.C.  4001- 
4128)  • 

The  identification  of  such  areas  is  to 
provide  guidance  so  that  communities 
may  adopt  appropriate  flood  plain  man¬ 
agement  measures  to  minimize  damage 
caused  by  flood  losses  and  to  guide  future 
construction,  where  practicable,  away 
from  locations  which  are  threatened  by 
flood  hazards. 

The  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of 
1973  requires  the  purchase  of  flood  in¬ 
surance  on  and  after  March  2,  1974,  as  a 
condition  of  receiving  any  form  of  Fed¬ 
eral  or  Federally  related  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  acquisition  or  construction 
purposes  in  an  identified  flood  plain  area 
having  special  flood  hazards  that  is  lo¬ 
cated  within  any  community  participat¬ 
ing  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance 
Program. 

One  year  after  the  identification  of  the 
community  as  flood  prone,  the  require¬ 
ment  applies  to  all  identified  special 
flood  hazard  areas  within  the  United 
States,  so  that,  after  that  date,  no  such 
financial  assistance  can  legally  be  pro¬ 
vided  for  acquisition  and  construction 
in  these  areas  unless  the  community  has 
entered  the  program.  The  prohibition, 
however,  does  not  apply  to  loans  by  a 
Federally  regulated,  insured,  supervised 
or  approved  bank  prior  to  March  1, 1976, 
to  finance  the  acquisition  of  a  previously 
occupied  residential  dwelling. 

The  effective  date  of  identification 
shall  be  August  16,  1976,  or  the  date 
which  appears  in  this  notice,  whichever 
is  later. 

This  30  day  period  does  not  supersede 
the  statutory  requirement  that  a  com¬ 
munity,  whether  or  not  participating  in 
the  program,  be  given  the  opportunity  for 
a  period  of  six  months  to  establish  that 
it  is  not  seriously  flood  prone  or  that  such 
flood  hazards  as  may  have  existed  have 
been  corrected  by  floodworks  or  other 
flood  control  methods.  The  six  months 
period  shall  be  considered  to  begin  30 
days  after  the  date  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  or  the  effective  date  of 
the  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map,  which¬ 
ever  is  later.  Similarly,  the  one  year 
period  a  community  has  to  enter  the  pro¬ 
gram  under  Section  201(d)  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  shall  be 
considered  to  begin  30  days  after  pub¬ 


lication  in  the  Federal  Register  or  the 
effective  date  of  the  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map,  whichever  is  later. 

Where  several  dates  appear  in  the 
column  set  forth  below  marked  Effective 
Date  of  Identification,  the  first  date  is 
the  date  of  initial  identification,  and  all 
other  dates  represent  modification  by 


additions  or  deletions  to  identified  areas 
with  special  hazards. 

Accordingly,  8  1915.3  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  sequence  a  new 
entry  to  the  table,  which  entry  reads  as 
follows: 

§  1915.3  List  of  communities  with  spe¬ 
cial  hazard  areas  (FHBM’s  in  effect). 


County 


Location 


Map  No. 


• 

• 

• 

• 

Alabama . 

Tuscaloosa  ... 

Northport,  city 
of. 

H  01 020.’ A  01 
through 

H  010202A  10 

Do..... 

Elmore-- 

Tallassee,  city  of.. 

H  010069  A  01. 

through 

H  010069  A  05 

Arkansas. . 

.  Lincoln . 

Grady,  city  of  ... 

II  050128A  01. 

California.  ... 

.  Orange. 

Laguna  Beach, 
city  of. 

H  060223A  01 
through 

H  060223A  05 

I>o 

— do . 

Newport  Beach, 
city  of. 

H  060227 A  01 
through 

II  060227 A  13 

Do— 

Riverside...  . 

Perris,  city  of 

11  060258A  01 
through 

H  060258 A  16 

Connecticut . 

Hartford . 

South  Windsor, 
town  of. 

n  09003*' A  01 
through 

H  090036A  09 

Florida . 

Hardee... 

Bowling  Green, 
city  of. 

H  120104A  01. 

Do 

Bradford  . 

Unincorporated 

areas. 

H  120015  A  01 
through 

H  120015  A  25 

Georgia 

De  Kalb 

Slone  Mountain, 
city  of. 

H  130290  A  01 
through 

11  13O20OA  02 

IX). 

Tift . 

Tifton,  city  of. 

11  130171A  01 
through 

H  130171A  02 

Illinois. 

.  Cook. . 

Barrington  Hills, 
village  of. 

H  170058  A  01 
through 

H  170858A  11 

Do. 

.  McHenrv ...  . 

Crystal  Lake, 
city  of. 

H  17O470A  01 
through 

H  170470 A  03 

Do . 

.  Cook.  . . 

Hickory  Hills,  ^ 
city  of. 

H  170103A  01 
through 

H  170103A  02 

Do..—  ..., 

.  Du  Page . 

.  Glen  Ellyn, 
village  of. 

H  170207  A01 
through 

H  170207 A  02 

Do . 

.  Kane . 

.  North  Aurora, 
village  of. 

H  170329A  01. 

Do. ....... 

. .  Tazewell  and 

Peoria  Heights, 

H  170537 A  01 

Local  map  reimsltory 


Mayor,  Drawer  L.  Northport, 
Ala.  35476. 

Mayor,  P.O,  Bor  546,  Tal- 
lasseo,  Ala.  36078 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Grady, 
Ark.  71644. 

Director  of  Public  Works, 
City  Hall ,  Laguna  Beach, 
Calif.  92561. 

City  Manager,  City  Hall,  330 
Newport  Bird.,  Newport 
Beach,  Calif.  92660. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  101  North 
D  St  ,  Perris,  Calif.  92870. 


Effective 
date  of 
Identi¬ 
fication 
of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
hazard 


Dec.  28,1973 
July  9, 1976 

Sept.  6,1974 
July  9, 1976 

May  10,1974 
July  9,1976 
June  21,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Mar.  15,1974 
July  9,1976 

Sept.  6,1974 
July  9, 1976 


Aug.  16,1974 
July  9,1976 


Feb.  14,1975 
July  9,1976 


Town  Manager,  Town  Hall, 

1540  Sullivan  Ave.,  South 
Windsor,  Conn.  06074. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  608,  Bowling  Dec.  28, 1973 
Green,  Fla.  33834. 

Chairman,  Board  of  Com¬ 
missioners,  P.O.  Drawer  B, 

Bradford  County,  Fla. 

82091. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  454,  Stone  Apr.  12,1974 
Mountain,  Ga.  30083. 

City  Manager,  P.O.  Box  229,  Jan.  17,1976 
Tifton,  Ga.  31794.  July  9, 1976 

Village  President,  P.O.  Route  Apr.  5,1974 
2,  Helm  Rd.,  Barrington  July  9,1976 
Hills,  III.  60010. 

Mayot,  121  North  Main  St.,  Mar.  22,1974 
Crystal  Lake,  Ill.  60014.  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  8652  West  95th  St.,  Oak  Mar.  22,1974 
Lawn,  111.  60457.  July  9, 1976 


May 

July 


3,1974 
9, 19T6 


1, 1974 
9, 1976 


Woodford. 


village  oL 


through 
H  1 70537  A  02. 


Village  President,  Glen  Ellyn 
Civic  Center,  535  Duane  St., 

Glen  Ellyn,  Ill.  60137. 

Village  President,  25  East  Mar. 

State  St.,  North  Aurora,  July 
TU.  60542. 

Village  President,  4901  North  Nov.  16, 1978 
Prospect  Rd.,  Peoria 
Heights.  Ill.  61614. 

June  7,1974 
July  9, 1974 
Nov.  80, 1973 
July  9, 1976 


July  9, 1976 


Do . 

_ Winnebago  . 

..  South  Beloit, 
city  ol. 

H  170725A  01... 

Mayor,  519  Blackhawk  Blvd., 
South  Beloit,  111.  61060. 

Do - 

_ Douglas . 

..  Tuscola,  city  of... 

H  170195A  01 
through 

H  170195A  02 

Mayor,  204  North  Park  St., 
Tuscola,  Ill.  61963. 

Do. 

.  » 

—  Hancock - 

..  Warsaw,  city  of... 

H  170273A  01 
through 

H  170273A  02 

Mayor,  306  Main  St-.,  Warsaw, 
Ill.  62379. 

Do . 

_  Lake . 

.  Waukegan,  city  of. 

H  170397  A  01 
through 

H  170397  A  09 

Mayor,  106  North  Utica, 
Waukegan,  111.  60065. 

Indiana.... 

_  Orauge.  _ 

..  French  Lick, 
town  of 

H  180187 A  01... 

Town  Board,  P.O.  Box  10, 
French  Lick,  Ind.  47432. 

Do _ 

_ Spencer. 

..  Grandview,  town 
of. 

H  180238 A  01... 

Clerk/Treasurer,  City  Hall, 
Grandview,  Ind.  47616. 

May  10,1974 
July  9, 1976 


Feb.  1, 1974 


Iowa. . Decatur......  Leon,  city  of. 


H  190111A  01- 


Jao. 

July 

Aug. 

July 


Kansas _ 

.  Atchison . 

.  Muscotah,  city  of.. 

H  200014  A  01. 

Kentucky  . ... 

.  Hopkins . 

.  Earlington,  city 
of. 

H  210114  A  01 
through 

H  210114  A  03 

Do... 

.  Gallatin _ 

.  Unincorporated 

areas. 

H  210281 A  01 
through 

H  210281 A  12 

Do.. 

.  Henderson... 

.  Henderson,  city  el.  H  210109  A  01 
through 

H  2 101 00  A  09 

Do 

Mason  . 

.  Mnysville,  city  of.. 

H  2101 68  A  01 
through 

H  210168A  02 

Do. 

.  Logan . 

..  Russellville,  city 
of. 

H  2 101 50  A  01 
through 

H  2 101 50  A  04 

Do . 

.  Washington  — 

.  Springfield,  city 

of. 

H  212000A  01 
through 

H  210220A  02 

Do 

Ohio 

..  Rock  port,  town 
of. 

H  210245A  01 . 

23,1974 
9, 1976 
9,1974 
9,1976 
Nov.  22,1974 
July  9, 1976 
May  17,1974 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Leon,  Iowa 
50144. 

.  City  Clerk,  City  Hall  Mus- 
cotali,  Kans.  66058. 

Mayor,  Main  St.,  Earlington, 

Ky.  43410. 

Gallatin  County  Courthouse,  Sept.  3, 1976 
Warsaw,  Ky.  41095. 

Feb.  15,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Feb.  1, 1974 


Mayor,  P.O.  Box  716,  Header- 
son,  Ky.  48430. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  MaysvlUe, 
Ky.  41066. 

Mayor  City  Hall,  Russell¬ 
ville,  Ky.  42276. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Springfield, 
Ky.  40069. 


Hay 

July 


9,1976 


May  I1.1OT4 
July  9. 1976 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  126,  Rook-  Feb;  L 1974 
port,  Ky.  42309. 
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State 

County 

Location 

Da. . 

West  Liberty, 
city  of. 

Fean  River, 
town  of. 

Brickfield,  town 
at 

Louisiana . 

Maine _ 

8t.  Tammany 

Parish. 
OxJbrd _ _ 

Do . 

Penobscot . 

East  Mllltnocket, 
town  of. 

Do . 

Lincoln . 

Jefferson,  town  of. 

Do . 

town  of. 

Do . 

Androscoggin. 

Minot,  town  of.... 

Do . 

Waldo . 

9Garsport,  town 
of. 

Maryland . 

Queen  Annes.. 

Queen  Anne, 
town  of. 

Massachusetts. 

Berkshire . 

Hancock,  town  of. 

Do . . . 

. do . 

town  of." 

Michigan . 

St.  Clair . 

Algonoe,  city  ef... 

Do. . 

Iosco . 

Baldwin,  town¬ 
ship  of. 

Do . 

Do . 

of.” 

Big  Rapids, 
township  of. 

Do . 

•of. 

Do . 

Van  Buren.... 

Covert,  township 

of. 

Do . 

Crystal  Lake, 
township  of. 

Do. . 

ship  of. 

Do . 

Ottawa  and 

Allegan. 

Holland,  city  of... 

Do . 

Pin  conning, 
township  of. 

Do . 

Wayne  and 
Oakland. 

North  ville,  city  oL 

Do . 

Saginaw,  town- 
snip  of. 

Do . 

Oakland . 

Southfield,  city  of. 

Do . 

Arenac . 

ship  of. 

Do. . 

Monroe., . 

Summerfleld, 

township  of. 

Minnesota . 

Ueuncpin . 

Brooklyn  Center, 
city  of. 

Do . 

Meeker . 

Do . 

Wabasha. . 

Do _ _  . 

Morrison _ 

Sibley . 

Elmdale,  city  tL..  ] 

Gaylord,  elty  of... 

Do — . 

TV. 

R/ttk 

Hardwick,  city  of. 

Do. - - 

Dodge _ 

Bayfield,  city  of.. 

Do . 

Crow  Wing  ... 

Jenkins,  city  et... 

Effective 
date  of 
ldenti- 

Map  No.  Local  map  repository  ffcstlon 

of  areas 

v  which  have 

special  flood 
hazards 


H  210174A  01. 
H  220203  A  01. 

H  23009QA  01 

through 
H  23O0JOA  15 
H  230163  A  01 
through 
H  230163  A  05 
II  230085A  01 
through 
H  230085A  17 
H  230230  A  01 
through 
H  230230A  12 
H  23000*  01 

through 
H  23000*  A  13 
U  230185A  01 
through 
H  230185A  14 
U  240050 A  01. 


through 
H  260026  A  18 
H  250337  A  01 
through 
H  250337  A  08 
H  260191 A  01 
through 
H  260121 A  04 
H  200000B  01 
through 
H  260099B  12 
H  260019A  01 
through 
H  2600  lit  A  08 
H  260135  A  01 
through 
H  260135A  11 
H  260027  A  01 
through 
H  260027  A  06 
H  260259  A  01 
through 
H  200259A  10 
H  260028  A  01 
through 
H  26002*  A  06 
H  260144  A  01 
through 
H  2601 44 A  13 
H  260006  A  01 
through 
n  260006 A  05 
H  260025  A  01 
through 
H  260025  A  12 
H  260235  01 
through 
H  260235  02 
H  260190A  01 
through 
H  260190A  06 
H  360179A  01 
through 
B  2601 79 A  08 
H  28001 7 A  01 
through 
H  26001 7 A  10 
B  2601 56  A  01 
through 
B  2601 56 A  12 
B  270151 A  01 
through 
B  270151 A  04 


through 
B  270295 A  02 


Mayor,  City  Hail,  West  Falx  1,1974 
Liberty,  Ky.  41472.  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  City  Halt,  Pearl  May  24.1974 
River,  La.  70452.  July  9, 1976 

Selectman,  Town  Balt,  Buck-  Aug.-  2, 1974 
field,  Maine  04220.  July  9, 1976 

Selectman,  Town  HaH,  East  Aug.  23, 1974 
Millinockct,  Maine  04430.  July  9, 1976 

Planning  Board,  Box  54  A,  Oct.  25, 1974 
Jefferson,  Maine  04348.  July  9,1976 


Selectman,  Main  8t.,  Man-  Deo. 
Chester,  Maine  04351.  July 

Selectman,  Town  nail,  Minot,  Feb. 
Maine  01258.  July 


6,1974 
9, 1976 


1,1974 
6, 1976 


Town  Manager,  Town  Office,  Nov.  8, 1974 
Seuraport,  Maine  04974.  July  9, 1976 

.  President  of  Commissioners,  Aug.  9, 1974 
Town  Hall,  Queen  Anne,  July  9,1976 

Md.  21657. 

Selectman,  Town  Hall,  Han-  June  29, 1974 
cock,  Mass.  01237.  July  9, 1976 

Selectman,  Town  ITan,  Stock-  May  31, 1974 
bridge,  Mass.  01262.  July  6,1076 

Mayor,  1410  St.  Clair  River  Apr.  12,1974 
Ur.,  Algouoc,  Mich.  48001.  July  6, 1976 

Township  Supervisor,  3749  June  29,1973 
Llxey  Beach,  East  Tawas,  Apr.  12, 1674 
Mich.  48730.  July  9, 1976 

Township  Supervisor,  8921  May  24,1974 
Wheeler  Rd.,  Bay  City, 

Mich.  48706. 

Township  Supervisor,  "Rural  Aug.  2,1974 
Delivery  No.  4,  Big  Rapids,  July  9, 1976 
Mich.  49307. 

Township  Supervisor,  Rural  Sept.  20, 1974 
Route  No.  1,  Frankfort,  July  9, 1976 
Mich.  49635. 

Supervisor,  P.O.  Box  35,  Aug.  2, 1974 
Covert,  Mich.  49643.  July  9,1976 

Supervisor,  Town  Ball,  Aug.  16,1974 
Frankfort,  Mich.  49635.  July  6, 1976 

Township  Supervisor,  P.O.  Feb.  22, 1974 
Box  91,  Dundee,  Mich.  July  9,1976 
48131. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Bolland,  Apr.  12,1974 
Mich.  49423.  July  9, 1976 

Township  Supervisor,  Cody  June  7,1974 
Estey  Rd.,  Piuconniug,  July  9,1976 
Mich.  48650. 

Mayor,  215  West  Main,  North-  Sept.  3, 1976 
ville,  Mich.  48167. 

Supervisor.  4980  81iat-  Sept.  13,1974 
tuc  k  Rd.,  Saginaw,  Mich.  July  9, 1976 
48603. 

Mayor,  26000  Evergreen  Rd.,  May  17, 1974 
Southfield,  Mich.  48076.  My  6,1976 


Dec. 

July 


Feb. 

July 


6,1974 

6,1976 


15, 1974 
9,1976 


Township  Supervisor,  Rural 
Delivery  No.  t,  Blandish, 

Mich.  48658. 

Township  Supervisor,  Town¬ 
ship  Bldg.,  Petersburg, 

Mich.  49270. 

Mayor.  City  Hall,  6301  Shingle 
Creek  Parkway,  Brooklyn 
Center,  Minn.  55430. 

.  Mayor,  City  Ball,  Cosmos,  May  17,1974 
Minn.  56226. 

Mayor,  City  Han,  Elgin, 

Minn.  55932. 

Mayor,  Post  Office  Beolus, 

Boulus,  Minn.  56314. 


No v.  9,1973 
July  6,1976 


May  17,197 
July  6, 1976 
6,1974 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  426  Main  Mar.  8,1974 
Ava.,  Gaylord,  Minn.  65334.  July  9,1976 
Majw,  City  Had,  Hardwick,  Aug.  2,1674 

Mayor,  City  Ball,  Jenkins,  Aug.  28, 1974 
Minn.  56456.  My  811676 
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State  County  I  .ocallOD  Map  No.  Loca  Imap  repository 


Do . 

..  Lac  Qui  Parle 

.  Marietta,  city  of... 

H  270243A  01... 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Marietta, 
Minn.  56257. 

Do . 

H  270217 A  01... 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Ogilvie, 
Minn.  56358. 

Do . 

..  Stearns _ 

Paynesville,  city 

H  270452A  01... 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  221  Wash- 

of. 

hurne  St.,  Paynesville, 
Minn.  56362. 

Do . 

..  Yellow  Medi- 

Porter,  ©ity  of  ... . 

H  270547 A  01... 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Porter, 
Minn.  5628a 

cine. 

Do — 

..  Blue  Karth... 

.  St.  Clair,  city  of. . 

H  2700S3A  «... 

Mayor,  Box  97,  St.  Clair, 
Minn.  56080. 

Do . 

..  Kittson . 

.  St.  Vincent,  city 
of. 

H  270232A  01... 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  St.  Vincent, 
Minn.  56755. 

Do . 

..  Carlton . 

.  Scanlon,  city  of _ 

IT  270046 A  01... 

Mayor,  28C1  Dewey  Ave., 

Scanlon,  Minn.  .55720. 

Do . 

.  St.  Louts.. 

.  Virginia,  city  of. .. 

11  270426  A  01 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Virginia, 
Minn.  55792. 

V 

through 

H  270426A  04 

-V 

Mississippi... 

...  Washington.. 

.  Areola,  town  of 

II  280178A  01... 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  25,  Areola. 

-  Miss.  38722. 

Do . 

H  280172A  01... 

Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Blue 
Mountain,  Miss.  38610. 

town  of. 

Do 

. .  Lee . 

TTnincor|>or,iti'd 

II  280227  01 

Chairman,  Board  of  Super¬ 
visors,  P.O.  Box  1785,  Tu- 

areas. 

through 

11  280227  34 

pelo,  Miss.  38801. 

Do . 

..  Franklin.. 

Roxie,  town  of 

H  280055A  01... 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  213,  Roxie, 
'Miss.  89661. 

Do  ... 

...  Quitman 

.  Sledge,  town  of  . . 

H  280141 A  01... 

Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Sledge, 
Miss.  38670. 

Missouri _ 

.  St .  Louis. . 

.  Shrewsbury. 

11  2903K6A  01^-, 

Mayor,  City  Halt,  4400 

city  of. 

Shrewsbury  Ave.,  Webster 
Drive,  Mo.  63119. 

Do . 

. .  Carter  .  . 

VanBureii, 

11  290472A  01 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Van  Buren, 
Mo.  63965. 

town  of. 

through 

H  29047  A  02 

.  — , 

New  Jersey.. 

...  Camden  . 

Audutioii  Park, 
borough  of 

IT  340122A  01... 

Mayor.  Community  Hall,  Rd. 
C,  Audubon  Park,  N.J. 

08106. 

Do... 

.  Warren 

Belvidere. 

H  340481 A  01 

Mavor,  301  2d  St.,  Belvidere, 
N.J.  07823. 

town  of. 

through 

H  340481 A  02 

Do . 

.  Morris.  _ 

Dover,  town  of 

H  3403 40  A  01 

Mayor,  37  North  Sussex  St., 

through 

P.O.  Box  790,  Dover,  N.J. 

T1  340340A  02 

07801. 

Do . 

11  340507  A  01 

Mayor,  Rural  Delivery,  Pitts- 
town,  N.J.  08867. 

ship  of. 

through 

H  340507  A  07 

Do . 

Warreu. 

Know! ton.  town- 

H  340488A  01 

Mayor,  Rural  Delivery.  Box 

ship  of. 

through 

234.  Columbia,  N.J.  07832. 

Tl  340488  A  08 

-Do.. 

.  Monmouth 

Middletown, 

D  340313  A  01 

Mayor,  Township  Hall,  Kings 
Highway,  Middletown,  N.J. 

township  of. 

through 

H  340313A  14 

07748. 

Do.. 

2 

a. 

1 

1 

H  340418A  01 

Mayor,  West  Mill  St.,  Pedrick- 
town,  N.J.  08067. 

\  , 

ship  of. 

through 

H  340418A  07 

Do . 

Middlesex... 

Plainsboro,  town- 

H  840275  A  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  278.  506 

ship  of. 

through 

Princeton  Hd..  Plainsboro, 

H  340275A  07 

N.J.  08536. 

Do . 

H  340422A  01 

Mavor.  P.O.  Box  25,  Quinton, 
N.J.  08072. 

ship  of. 

through 

H  340422A  08 

Do . 

. ..  Mercer.  ... 

Washington. 

H  340255 A  01 

Mayor,  Box  A,  Robbinsville, 
N.J.  08691. 

township  of. 

through 

H  340255 A  06 

Do _ 

...  Hunterdon.  . 

West  Am  well. 

H  840243A  01 

Mayor,  Rural  Delivery  No.  2, 

township  of. 

through 

H  340243A  04 

LainbertvlUe,  N.J.  08530. 

New  York.. 

...  Allegany . 

.  Almond,  village 

H  360021 A  01 

Mavor,  Village  Hall,  Almond, 

of. 

through 

H  360021 A  02 

N.Y.  14804. 

Do . 

. ..  Westchester.. 

.  Bedford,  towu  of.. 

H  360903  A  01 

Supervisor,  Town  House, 
Bedford  Hills,  N.Y.  10507. 

through 

H  860903A  11 

Do . 

...  Genesee . 

.  Bergen,  town  of... 

H  361 137  A  01 

Town  Supervisor,  7179  North 

through 

Bergen  Rd.,  Bergen,  N.Y. 

H  361137  A  09 

14416. 

Do . 

...  Rensselaer.. 

..  Berlin,  town  of _ 

H  360672  A  01 
through 

Supervisor,  Box  373,  Berlin, 
N.Y.  12022. 

H  360672 A  07 

Do . 

...  Chautauqua. 

.  Busti,  towu  of.... 

H  361 106  A  01 

Town  Supervisor,  11  West  3d 

through 

St.,  Lakewood,  N.Y.  14750. 

— 

H  861 106 A  07 

Do . 

...  Greene . 

.  Cairo,  town  of _ 

H  860286A  01 

Town  Supervisor,  Cairo 
Town  llMl,  Box  25,  Acra, 

through 

H  360286A  08 

N.Y.  12405. 

Do . 

...  8tcubcn. . 

H  360770 A  01... 

Mayor,  35  Main  St.,  Can  Is  too, 

of. 

N.Y.  14823. 

Do . 

...  Chautauqua. 

.  Celoron,  village 
of. 

H  360135A  01... 

Mayw,  P.Q^Box  V,  Celoron, 

Do . 

.  H  360413A  01 

Supervisor,  3710  Lake  Rd., 
Clarkson,  N.Y.  1443a 

through 

H  3604 13 A  09 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Cone- 
sus,  N.Y.  14436. 

Do . 

...  Livingston... 

.  Conesus,  town  of.. 

H  860382  A  01 

through 

H  860382 A  11 

Do 

..  Saratoga _ 

Coriuth,  town  of.. 

H  360715A  01 

Supervisor.  Box  706,  Corinth, 

througli 

H  360715  A  11 

N.Y.  12822. 

Kff  active 
date  of 
identi- 
ti  cation 
of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
ha  cards 


Sept.  0,1074 
July  0, 1076 
Aug.  80, 1074 
July  0, 1076 
Apr.  12,1974 


June  28,1974 

Aug.  28,1974 

Aug.  9,1974 
July  9, 1976 
Nov.  2,1978 
July  9, 1976 
May  17,1974 
July  9, 1976 

June  7,1974 

June  21,1974 

Sept..  3.19T0 


June  7, 1974 
July  9,197# 
June  7, 1974 

Mar.  29,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Jan.  28,1974 
July  9, 1976 

June  21,1974 


June  28,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Mar.  16,1978 


July  26,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Aug.  16,1974 
July  9. 1976 

July  19,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Aug.  2,1974 
July  9, 1976 

May  31,1974 
July  0, 1976 

Aug.  9,1974 
July  9, 1976 

May  17,1974 
July  9, 1976 

May  11,1973 
July  9, 1976 

Jan.  9, 1974 
July  9, 1976 

May  31,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Nov.  22, 1974 
July  9, 1976 

Aug.  30, 1974 
July  9, 1976 

Oct.  18,1976 
July  9, 1978 

l>eo.  20,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Dec.  20,1974 

Fob.  15,1974 
July  9, 1976 
June  14,1974 
July  0, 1076 

Apr.  5, 1974 
July  9, 1976 

Aug.  2,1974 
July  0. 1976 
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8Ut« 

/  '  t 

County 

Location 

Map  No. 

Do . 

...  Cortland . 

H  3601 79  A  01 
through 

H  860179A  06 
H  860746  01 

Do . 

town  of. 

Do . 

...  Ontario . 

through 

H  360746  05 

H  36!  298  A  01 

Do . 

. ..  Dutchess . 

town  of. 

East  FishklU, 

through 

H  361298A  04 
II  36I336A  01 

Do . 

. ..  Nassau . 

town  of. 

East  Rookaway, 

through 

H  361336A  00 

11  360463 A  01 

Do . 

...  Chalauqua _ 

village  of. 

Ellington, 

through 

H  360463A  03 
H  361074A  01 

Do . 

..  Herkimer . 

town  of. 

Fairfield,  town  of  . 

through 

H  3601 74 A  11 

II  360302A  01 

Do . 

.  Cayuga . 

Fair  Haven, 

through 

H  360302A  03 

H  860106A  01 

Do . 

...  Sullivan . 

village  of. 

Forest  burg,  town 

through 

H  30O1O9A  02 
11  360820A  01 

Do . 

..  Washington... 

of. 

Fort  Edward, 

through 

H  360820A  07 

H  361536  A  01. 

Do . 

..  Montgomery.. 

village  of. 
Fultonville, 

11  360-1 49 A  01 

Do . 

. .  Allegany . 

village  of. 

Grove,  town  of.  . 

II  361005A  01 

Do . 

..  Orange . - 

llainptonlmrgh. 

through 

11  361005 A  10 

11  36061 7 A  01 

Do . 

..  Otsego . 

town  of. 

Hart  wick,  town 

through 

IT  360617 A  08 
n  361271A  01 

Do. . 

.  Monroe . 

of. 

Irondequoit . 

through 

II  361271A  11 
>1  860422A  01 

Do . 

..  Nassau _ 

town  of. 

laurel  Hollow, 

through 

TT  360442A  06 

11  30O475A  01 

Do . 

. .  Leals . 

village  of. 

Lewis,  town  of  . . . 

through 

H  360475A  02 

II  300368A  01 

Do . 

..  Ulster . 

Lloyd,  towm  of 

through 

H  360368A  02 

II  301O12A  01 

Do . 

. do...  _ 

Marbletown, 

through 

H  3610I2A  05 

H  361219A  01 

Do . 

-  Wayne . 

town  of. 

Marion,  town  of. 

t  hrough 

H  3612I9A  15 

1!  361440A  01 

Do . 

.  Oneida . 

Marshall,  town  of.. 

through 

H  361446A  02 

11  360534 A  01 

Local  map  repository 


Effective 
date  of 
identi¬ 
fication 
of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
hazards 


Supervisor,  15  Terraoe  Rd.,  Aug.  *0, 1974 
Cortland,  N.  Y.  18046.  July  8, 1876 


Rural  Delivi 
iontour  Falls,  N.Y.  1 


1,  Sept.  3,1876 


Mayor, 


Supervisor,  13  South  Ave.,  Dec.  20, 1974 
East  Bloomfield,  N.Y.  July  9, 1976 

14443. 

Town  Supervisor,  Town  Hall  Nov.  1, 1974 
Route  376,  Hopewell  June-  July  9, 1976 
tion,  N.Y.  12533. 

Mayor,  376  Atlantic  Ave.,  July  26, 1974 
East  Itockaway,  N.Y.  July  9, 1976 
11518. 

Supervisor.  Rural  Delivery  Oct.  25, 1974 
No.  1,  Sinclairvillc,  N.Y.  July  9, 1976 
14782. 

Supervisor,  Rural  Delivery  Mar.  29, 1974 
No.  1,  Little  Falls,  N.Y.  July  9,1976 
13365. 

Mayor,  Village  Hall,  Fair  Feb.  22,1974 
Haven,  N.Y.  13064. 

Supervisor,  Box  56  G.  Monti-  June  21, 1974 
erllo,  N.Y.  12701. 

.  Mayor,  118  Broadway,  Fort  Apr.  12, 1974 
Edward,  N.Y.  12828.  July  9, 1976 

.  Mayor,  Box  337,  Fultonville,  Mar.  1,1974' 
N.Y.  12072.  July  9,1976 

Town  Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  June  28, 1974 
Swain,  N.Y.  14881.  July  9,1976 

Town  Sujjorvisor,  Ridge  Rd.,  Apr.  5, 1974 
Campbell  Hall,  N.Y.  10916.  July  9,1976 

Town  Supervisor,  Rural  De-  Del.  25,1974 
livery  No.  1,  Milford,  N.Y.  July  9, 1976 
13807. 

Town  Supervisor,  1280  Titus  June  28, 1974 
Ave.,  Rochester,  N.Y.  14617.  July  9,1976 

Mayor,  Rural  Delivery,  Box  June  28, 1974 
1654,  Ridge  Rd.,  Syosset,  July  9, 1976 
N.Y.  11791. 

Town  Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  .June  28,1974 
West  Leydon,  N.Y.  13489.  July  9,1976 

Supervisor,  P.O.  Box  897,  Sept.  6, 1974 
'uly 


Highland,  N.Y.  12528. 


July  9, 1976 


Su|>ervisor,  Town  Hall,  Ac-  Sep 
cord,  N.Y.  12404.  Julj 


Sept.  20, 1974 
'  y  9, 1976 


through 
H  360534A  04 

Do .  St.  Lawrence..  Massena,  village  of.  H  360705A  01 

*  through 
H  300705  A  02 

Do . .Montgomery..  Minden,  town  of...  II  360451 A  01 

-  through 

H  360451 A  07 

Do .  Essex . Minerva,  town  of..  H  301 153  A  01 

through 
H  361153A  13 

Do . Orange . Minisink,  town  of.  H  360620A  01 

— -  through 

H  360620A  03 

Do . Otsego . Morris,  town  of _ H  361273A  01 

through 
H  361273A  03 

Do . Madison . Nelson,  town  of...  H  361293 A  01 

through 


Supervisor,  67  Eddy  Ridge  Jan. 
Rd-,  Marion,  N.Y.  14505.  July 

Supervisor,  Town  Ball,  Aug. 
Deansboro,  N.Y.  13328.  July 


Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Massena 


Miir. 

July 


17, 1975 
9, 1976 


2, 1974 
9, 1976 


8, 1974 
9, 1976 


Y.  13662. 

Supervisor,  Rural  Delivery  1,  Nov.  1, 1974 
Fort  Plain,  N.Y.  13339.  July  9, 1976 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Ohn-  Dee.  20, 1974 
Stedville,  N.Y.  12857.  July  9, 1976 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Wes-  Apr.  12,1974 
town,  N.Y.  10998.  July  9, 1976 


Do . Oneida . New  Hartford, 

town  of. 

Do .  Allegany . New  Hudson. 

town  of. 

Do .  Genesee . Oakfleld,  village 

of. 

Do . Wyoming . Orangeville,  town 

of. 

Do .  Dutchess .  Poughkeepsie, 

city  of. 

Do . Oneida . Prospect,  village 

of. 

Do . Monroe .  Rush,  town  of . 


H  3C1293A  05 
H  360535  A  01 
through 
H  360585 A  13 
II  361102  01 
through 
n  361102  05 
H  361500A  01 
through 
H  361500A  02 
H  360945A  01 
through 
II  300915A  05 
II  360222A  01 
through 
n  360222A  03 
H  361356  A  01. 

II  360432A  01 
through 
II  300432A  09 


inpervisor, 
ris,  N.Y.  13808. 

ipervlsor, 

Sascnovia,  N.Y.  13035. 


Supervisor,  Rural  Delivery  3,  Oct.  25, 1974 
Sasen  ”  ”  "  " 


July  9, 1976 

Oct.  25,1974 
July  9, 1976 


Supervisor,  48  Genesee  8t.,  May  31, 1974 
New  Hartford,  N.Y.  13413. 

Town  Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Sept.  3, 1976 
Black  Creek,  N.Y.  14714. 

Mayor,  52  Main  St.,  Oakfleld,  Nov.  15, 1974 
N.Y.  14125. 

Supervisor,  Route  28,  Warsaw,  July  20,  1974 
N.Y.  19569.  July  9,1976 

Mayor,  Municipal  Building,  June  28,  1974 
P.O.  Box  351,  Poughkeep-  July  9,  1978 
sie,  N.Y.  12602. 

Mayor,  V illage  Hall,  Prospect,  Nov.  15, 1974 
N.Y.  13435. 

Supervisor,  6977  East  Hen-  Mar.  8,1974 
rieth  Rd.,  Rush,  N.Y.  15543.  July  9,  1976 


-A 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  138 — FRIDAY,  JULY  16,  1976 


29400 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


State 

County 

location 

Map  No.  Decal  map  repository  \ 

F.ffectlve 
date  of 
Identi¬ 
fication 

1 

of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
hazards 

Do . 

....  Suffolk . 

Sag  Harbor,  H  860807A  01 

village  of.  through 

H  860807A  04 

Do . 

_ Schoharie . 

Seward,  town  of...  H  861199  A  01 
through 

H  861 199  A  11 

Do . 

_ Onondaga _ 

Spafflord,  town  of..  H  360594  A  01 
through 

H  360594A  13 

Do.. ... 

_ Dutchess . . 

Stanford,  town  of..  H  861145  A  01 
through 

H  8G1145A  06 

Do . 

_ Cayuga . 

Sterling,  town  of . .  H  3601 26  A  01 
through 

H  3601%  A  12 

Do . 

_ Oneida . 

8teul>en,  town  of..  H  360555A  01 
throueh 

H  360555  A  07 

Do. _ 

- Cayuga . 

Throop,  town  of...  H  8601 28  A  01 
throueh 

H  3e01°8A  05 

Do . 

_ Oneida. . 

Trenton,  town  of..  H  860556 A  01 
throngh 

H  360556A  07 

Do .  Rensselaer _ Troy,  city  of . II  880677  A.  01 

through 
H  860677  A  05 


Do . 

..  Orange . 

...  Tuxedo,  town  of.. 

H  360631  A  01 
through 

H  360631 A  04 

Do . 

-  Otsego . 

...  TTnadllla,  village 
of. 

„  TTrbana,  town  of.. 

H  361044 A  01... 

Do .  . 

..  Steuben _ 

n  360783A  01 
throueh 

H  3607R3A  06 

Do . 

..  Cayuga _ 

..  Venice,  town  of _ 

H  360130A  01 
throueh 

H  8601 30 A  05 

Do _ 

..  Oneida _ 

..  Verona,  town  of... 

H  360561  A  01 
through 

H  360561 A  10 

Do . 

..  Dutchess... 

..  Washington, 
town  of. 

n  361147  A  01 
through 

H  361 147  A  06 

Do . 

..  Schuyler... 

..  Watkins  Glen, 
village  of. 

H  360750  8  01 
through 

H  360750 A  02 

Do . 

..  Steuben _ 

..  Wayland,  town  of. 

H  360784  A  01 
through 

H  360784  A  05 

Do . 

..  Lewis _ 

..  West  Tumin, 

town  of  (includ¬ 
ing  High  Mar¬ 
ket,  town  of). 

H  860378  A  01 
through 

H  360378 A  09 

North 

Carolina. 

Rowan. _ 

..  East  Spencer, 
town  of. 

H  370211 A  01... 

Do . 

.  Wilkes . . 

..  Wilkesboro, 

H  370259A  01 

town  of.  through 

H  870259A  02 

Ohio . . Mercer _ Celina,  city  of _ H  390863  A  01 

through 


H  890393  A  02 

Do . 

Ross.. . 

H  390484  A  01. 

village  of. 

Do . 

Huron . 

H  890282  A  01 

village  of. 

through 

H  890282A  02 

Do . 

Shelby . 

Jackson  Center, 
village  of. 

H  390505  A  01 
through 

H  390605 A  03 

Do . 

Tuscarawas— 

TThrlchs  ville. 

H  3*10547  A  01 

city  of. 

through 

H  390547  A  02 

Oklahoma . 

Carter _ 

Ardmore,  city  of.. 

H  400031 A  01 
through 

H  400031 A  13 

Pennsylvania.. 

Columbia.... 

Beaver,  town- 

H  421547  A  01 

ship  of. 

through 

H  421 547 A  10 

Do . 

Carbon . 

Bowmanstown, 

H  420248  A  01 

Do-.A _ 

borough  of. 

through 
n  420248 A  02 

Washington.. 

Buffalo,  town- 

H  421200A  01 

ship  of. 

through 

H  421200A  02 

Do . 

H  421 482  A  01 

o L 

through 

H  421462A  12 

Do . 

Montgomery. 

East  Norristown, 

H  420050  A  01 

township  of. 

through 

H  420U50A  03 

Se _ 

Luzerne . 

Fairvlew.  town- 

H  420993  A  01 

Do.. . . 

ship  of. 

through 

H  420U93A  04 

Cameron - 

Qrove,  township 

H  421128A  01 

of. 

through 

H  4211 28  A  11 

Mayor,  Main  8t.,  Sag  Harbor,  May  8, 1974 
N.Y.  11963.  July  9,  1976 

Supervisor,  Rural  Delivery  2,  Sept.  20, 1974 
Cobleskill,  N.Y.  12043.  July  9,  1978 


Town  Supervisor,  Rural  De¬ 
livery  No.  1,  Marietta,  N.Y. 
13110. 

Town  Supervisor,  Balt  Point 
Turnpike,  Clinton  Comers, 
N.Y.  12514. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Pair 
Haven,  N.Y.  13064. 


Dec.  IS,  1974 
July  9,  1976 

Oet.  18,  1974 
July  9,  1976 

July  26,  1974 
July  9,  1976 


Town  Supervisor,  Rural  Do-  June  28.1974 
livery  No.  2,  Remsen,  N.Y.  July  9. 1976 
13438. 

Supervisor,  Rural  Delivery  5,  Apr.  12, 1974 
Auburn,  N.Y.  13021.  July  9,1976 


Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Aug.  80,1974 
Bameveld,  N.Y.  13301.  July  9,1976 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  Monu¬ 
ments  Square,  Troy,  N.Y. 
12180. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Route 
17,  Tuxedo  Park,  N.Y. 
10987. 

Mayor,  Hot  886,  Unadilla, 
N.Y.  18849. 

Town  Supervisor,  Curtis 
Museum  Bldg.,  nammonds- 
port.  N.Y.  14840. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  King 
Ferry,  N.Y.  13061. 


Apr.  6, 1974 
July  9, 1976 

Apr.  12,1974 


June  28, 1974 
July  9, 1976 
May  10,1974 


June  28, 1974 


Supervisor,  Town  Office  and  Sept.  13, 1974 

/  Oarage  Bldg.,  Oermany  July  9, 1976 
Rd.,  Rural  Delivery'  1, 

Verona,  N.Y.  13478. 

Supervisor.  Town  Hall,  Mil-  Nov.  1.1974 
brook,  N.Y.  12545.  »  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  303  North  Franklin,  Aug.  2,1974 
Watkins  Olen,  N.Y.  14891.  July  9,1976 

Town  Supervisor,  Rural  De-  June  28,1974 
livery  No.  2,  Wayland,  N.Y.  July  9, 1976 
14572. 

Supervisor,  Township  Bldg.,  Sept.  13, 1974 
Constablevllle,  N.Y.  13385.  July  9,1978 


Mayor,  Box  338,  East  Spencer, 

N.C.  28039. 

Mayor,  100  West  8t.,  Wilkes- 
boro,  N.C.  28897. 


June  7. 1974 
July  9, 1976 
June  14,1974 
July  9. 1976 


Mayor,  426  West  Market  8t.,  Apr.  12,1974 
Celina,  Ohio  45822.  July  9, 1976 


Mayor,  116  North  Main  St., 
Frankfort,  Ohio  46628.  « 

Mayor,  47  Main  8t.,  Green¬ 
wich,  Ohio  44837. 


Apr.  12,1974 
July  9. 1976 
Mar.  15.1974 
July  9. 1976 


Mayor,  102  Oak  St.,  Jackson  May  31, 1974 
Center,  Ohio  45334.  July  9. 1976 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Uhrlohs-  Nov.  9, 1974 
villa,  Ohio  44683.  July  0, 1976 


Mayor,  23  South  Washington, 
P.O.  Box  249,  City  Hall, 
Ardmore,  Okla.  73401. 
Chairman,  Rural  Delivery  3, 
Bloomsburg,  Pa.  17815. 

Mayor,  Ore  and  Mill  St.,  P.O. 
Box  127,  Bowmanstown, 

Pa.  18030. 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 
No.  1,  Claysville,  Pa.  15323. 

Chairman,.  Township  Super¬ 
visors,  Rural  Delivery  1, 
Howard,  Pa.  16841. 
Chairman,  2828  Swede  St., 
Norristown,  Pa.  19401. 

Chairman,  16  Johnson  St., 
Mountalntop.  Pa.  18707. 

Chairman.  Box  128,  Slnnama- 
honing.  Pa.  15861. 


Mar.  29.1974 
July  9, 1976 

Nov.  1,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Jan.  16,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Nov.  1,1974 
July  9. 1976 

DecT^ 20. 1974 
July  9. 1976 

June  28, 1974 
July  9. 1976 

June  14,1974 


Nov.  8,1974 
July  9,1976 
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Btot*  . 

County 

V 

Location 

Map  No. 

Local  map  repository 

KlTective 
date  of 
identi¬ 
fication 
of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
hazards 

Do . 

. .  Jefferson _ 

. .  Henderson,  town- 

H  421729A  OX 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery  3, 

Oct.  18,1974 

ship  of. 

through 

H  421729A  04 

Punxsutawny,  Pa.  15787. 

July  9, 1976 

Do _ 

..  Mercer . 

..  Hermitage,  bor¬ 
ough  of. 

H  421862A  01 
through 

H  421862A  05 

Manager,  Bo*  1048.  Sharon, 
Pa.  16146. 

Sent.  20,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Do . 

..  Westmore¬ 
land. 

Jeannette,  city 
of. 

H  420882A  01 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  2d  and 
Clay  Ave.,  Jeannette,  Pa. 
15644. 

June  14,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Do....^.. 

..  Perry . 

. .  Millerstown,  bor¬ 
ough  of. 

11  420752A  01 
through 

Mavor,  Borough  Bldg..  Millers¬ 
town,  Pa.  17062. 

Jan.  16,1974 

II  4 20752 A  02 


Do  . 

...  Columbia _ 

Mount  Pleasant, 

H  421042A  01 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 

Aug. 

2, 1974 

township  of. 

1  h  rough 

No.  1,  Hloomsburg,  Pa. 

July 

9, 1976 

g 

11  421042  A  07 

17815. 

Do. 

.  .  Luzerne _  . 

New  Columbus. 

11  421819A  01 

Mayor,  Kura)  Delivery  No.  1, 

Nov. 

1, 1974 

lrorough  of. 

t  lirough 

TI  421H19A  03 

Stillwater,  Pa.  17878. 

July 

9,1976 

Do .  ... 

...  Montgomery. . 

New  Hanover. 

II  421914 A  01 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 

Nov. 

1, 1974 

township  of. 

through 

No.  1,  Gilbertsville,  Pa. 

July 

9, 1976 

•r*- 

II  421914 A  06 

19  2  . 

Do... 

. .  Lancaster. 

Paradise,  tow  n- 

II  421777 A  hi 

Chairman,  Township  Super- 

Sepl. 

6, 1974 

ship  of. 

t  Immgh 

visor,  Rural  Delivery  No.  1, 

July 

9, 1976 

11  421 777 A  06 

Paradise,  Pa.  17562. 

Do.. 

Mercer 

Pine,  tow  nsliip 

II  422284  A  01 

t'hainnan,  -  Rural  Delivery 

Nov . 

15. 1974 

of. 

» lirough 

No.  1,  Grove  Cityf  Pa. 

July 

9, 1976 

11  422284 A  OH 

16127. 

Do  . 

Bucks.. 

Plunislead,  town- 

11  420199  A  01 

chairman.  Box  14.  Ponnlain- 

Aug. 

24, 1973 

ship  of. 

through 

II  420199A  03 

ville,  Pa.  18923. 

July 

9, 1976 

Do  . 

...  Lycoming . 

Porter,  township 

II  420858A  01 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 

May 

3, 1074 

of. 

i  lirough 

Vo.  1.  Jersey  Shore,  Pa. 

July 

9, 1976 

II  4 20656 A  03 

17740. 

Do 

Lancaster. . ... 

liapho.  tow  nsliip 

II  421781 A  01 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 

< let . 

18, 1974 

of. 

Ihrougli 

11  421781 A  17 

No.  2,  Manheiin,  Pa.  17545. 

July 

9, 1976 

Do. 

Greene 

Rices  Landing. 

M  4  20479  A  01 

Mayor,  Rural  Delivery  No.  1, 

Nov. 

8, 1974 

borough  of. 

i  lirough 

Rices  Landing,  Pa.  15357. 

-* 

II  420479  A  02 

Do  .: 

Allegheny _ 

Scolt,  tow  nship 

II  421100A  01 

President,  Commissioners,  301 

Sepl . 

13, 1974 

of. 

tliroiigti 

Lindsay  ltd.,  Carnegie,  Pa. 

July 

9, 1976 

II  421 100A  02 

15106. 

Do 

West  moreland 

Hewlcklev.  tow  n- 

11  422193 A  01 

(  hairnian.  Township  Bldg., 

June 

28, 1974 

✓  *• 

ship  of. 

through 

ilerminie.  Pa.  15637. 

July 

9, 1976 

r 

ll  422 193 A  ()■' 

Do 

Crawford 

Spring,  tow  nsliip 

II  421570  \  01 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 

May 

31, 1974 

of. 

through 

No.  3,  Coniieuiil  ville,  I’a. 

July 

9, 1976 

II  421 570  A  04 

IO406. 

Do 

< 'hester 

Warwick,  tow  it- 

II  121 494 A  01 

Chairman,  Townsiilp  Super- 

Sent.  13. 1974 

ship  of. 

l  lirough 

visor.  Rural  Delivery  No. 

July 

9, 1976 

II  121 494 A  03 

1,  Klverson,  Pa.  19520. 

Do 

Bradford  „ 

Wells,  tow  nsliip 

II  421121A  01 

Township  Secretary  Town¬ 
ship  Supervisor,  Rural  De¬ 
livery  No.  2,  Gillett,  Pa. 

Sept. 

13, 1974 

ship  t.l. 

through 

11  421121 A  04 

July 

9, 1976 

16925. 

Do . 

Wvsox.  low  nsliip 

II  120977  A  01 

<  hairnian,  Box  6,  Wvsox.  Pa. 

July 

26, 1974 

of. 

through 

I8K54. 

July 

9, 1976 

It 

II  420977A  02 

Do 

War  fee. _ 

YitUngsviUe, 

II  420844A  01 

Manager,  40  Railroad  St., 

Apr. 

12, 1974 

borough  of. 

through 

H  420844A  03 

Youngsville,  Pa.  16371. 

.Mayor,  P.O.  Box  56.  Furman, 

July 

9, 1976 

South 

Hampton... . 

Kurinan,  town  of.. 

II  4 50098  A  01 

June 

14. 1974 

Carolina. 

through 

S.C.  29921. 

July 

9, 1976 

** 

11  450058 A  02 

Do _ 

Lexington _ 

West  Colu  m  hia. 

11  450140A  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  44,  West 

June 

•28, 1974 

city  of. 

through 

H  450140A  02 

» ’olumbia,  S.C.  29169. 

July 

9, 1976 

Do _ 

York  ...  . 

York,  city  of . 

11  450197 A  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  500,  York,  S.C. 

Mav 

17, 1974 

through 

H  4 50197  A  02 

29745. 

July 

9, 1976 

Tennessee 

...  Greene... . 

Baileyton,  city  of. 

H  470294  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  47,  Greene- 

Sept. 

3, 1976 

Do _ 

ville,  Tenn.  37743. 

. .  Campbell . 

('ary  ville,  city’  of. 

H  470298  01 

Mayor,  Town  Hall,  Caryville. 
Tenn.  37766. 

Do 

*4 

througli 

11  470298  06 

Do _ 

Cehna,  town  of... 

U  470032A  01... 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  447,  Celina, 
Tenn.  38551. 

June 

July 

21, 1974 
9, 1976 

•  Do _ 

...  Union _ 

Luttrel,  city  of _ 

H  470209  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  51.  Main  St  , 

Sept. 

3, 1976 

through 

H  470209  06 

Luttrel,  Tenn.  37779. 

Do  .... 

. . .  Greene . 

Moaheim,  city  of. . 

II  470310  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  185,  Mos- 

Do. 

Do. 

Jefferson.. _ 

through 

11  470310  06 

heim,  Tenn.  37818. 

White  Pine,  eily 

11  470332  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  66,  White 

Do. 

of. 

through 

II  470332  02 

Pine,  Teim.  37890. 

Do 

..  Cannon . . 

Woodbury,  town 

11  470021 A  01 

Mayor,  102  Tatum  St.,  Wood- 

OcL 

^1973 

Texas. 

of. 

through 

H  470021 A  02 

bury,  Tenn.  37190. 

H  480103  A  01 

City  Hall,  Market  Square, 
P.O.  Box  911,  Brownsville, 

May 

July 

24, 1974 
9,1976 

of. 

through 

Do . 

. .  Harris . 

11  480103A  12 

Tex.  78520. 

Katy,  city  of _ 

H  480301 A  01 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  910  Avenue 
D,  P.O.  Box  617,  Katy, 

June 

28,1974 

through 

July 

9,1976 

Do...  . 

Angelina . 

Lufkin,  city  of.... 

H  480301 A  04 

Tex.  77450. 

H  480009A  01 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  300  East 
Shepard,  P.O.  Drawer  190, 
Lufkin,  Tex.  75901. 

Feb. 

22,1974 

through 

H  4800GU  07 

July 

9,1976 
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8tate 

County 

T -oration 

Do _ 

Suffolk _ 

village  of. 

Do  .  . 

Schoharie... 

Seward,  town  of 

Do . 

Onondaga.... 

Spaflord,  town  of.. 

Do.. . 

Dutchess . 

Do . 

'Cayuga . 

Sterling,  town  of. . 

Do . 

Do . . 

Cayuga. . 

Throop,  town  of... 

Do . 

Oneida .  . 

Trenton,  town  of.. 

Do . 

Rensselaer. . . . 

Do . 

Orange . 

Do . 

Otsego . 

Do . 

8tcuben . 

of. 

Do . 

Cayuga . 

Venice,  town  of... 

Do . 

Oneida. . 

Verona,  town  of... 

Do . 

Dutchess _ 

Washington, 
town  of. 

Do . 

Schuyler . 

Watkins  Glen, 
village  of. 

Do . 

Steuben . 

Wayland,  town  of. 

Do . . 

North 

Carolina. 

Do . 

Lewis.  . 

Rowan. . 

Wilkes . . 

West  Tumin, 
town  of  (includ¬ 
ing  High  Mar¬ 
ket,  town  of). 

East  Spencer, 
town  of. 

town  of.  ’ 

Ohio . 

Do . 

Do . 

village  of. 

village  o£ 

Do . 

Shelby . 

Jackson  Center, 
village  of. 

Do . 

Tuscarawas... 

TThrlchsvtUe, 
city  of. 

Oklahoma . 

Carter . 

Ardmore,  city  of.. 

Pennsylvania.. 

Columbia . 

Beaver,  town¬ 
ship  of. 

Do . 

borough  of. 

Do _ 1 _ 

Washington... 

Buffalo,  town¬ 
ship  of. 

Do . 

Centre . 

Do . . 

Montgomery.. 

of. 

East  Norristown, 
township  of. 

Do _ 

Luzerne . 

Fairview.  town- 

I<«cai  map  repoeftory 


Do.. _ —  Cameron. 


Qrove,  township 
of. 


H  800807  A  01 
through 
H  800807 A  04 
H  801190  A  01 
through 
H  861199A  11 
H  80051*4  A  01 
through 
H  3005**4  A  18 
H  361145A  01 
through 
H  861 145  A  06 
H  880170  A  01 
through 
TI  3601  >0  A  12 
H  860855  A  01 
through 
n  860555  A  07 
H  3601 28  A  01 
through 
H  3601  °8A  05 
H  300656 A  01 
through 
H  30O556A  07 
II  300677  A  01 
through 
H  360677  A  05 
H  360631 A  01 
through 
H  360631 A  04 
H  361044 A  01... 

n  360783A  01 
through 
H  360783  A  06 
H  360130A  01 
through 
H  360130A  05 
H  360561 A  01 
through 
H  360561 A  10 

H  361147  A  01 
through 
H  361 147  A  06 
H  360750  A  01 
through 
H  3607.50  A  02 
H  360784  A  01 
through 
H  360784  A  05 
H  360378  A  01 
through 
H  360378 A  09 

H  870211 A  01... 

H  370259  A  01 
through 
H  870259  A  02 
H  390893  A  01 
through 
H  390393  A  02 
H  890484  A  01... 

H  890282A  01 
through 
H  890282A  02 
H  890505  A  01 
through 
H  390505  A  03 
H  390547 A  01 
through 
H  390547  A  02 
H  400031 A  01 
through 
H  400031 A  13 
H  421547  A  01 
through 
H  421. 547  A  10 
H  420248  A  01 
through 
H  420248 A  02 
H  421200A  01 
through 
H  421200A  02 
H  421462  A  01 
through 
H  421462A  12 
H  420950  A  01 
through 
H  420950A  03 
H  42016*8  A  01 
through 
H  420993  A  04 
H  421 128  A  01 
through 
H  42U28A  11 


Effective 
date  of 
Identi¬ 
fication 
of  areas 
which  hare 
special  flood 
hazards 


July  9,’ 1970 


Supervisor,  Rural  Delivery  2,  Sept.  20, 1974 
Cobleskill,  N.Y.  12043.  July  9,  1970 


Town  Supervisor,  Rural  De¬ 
livery  No.  1,  Marietta,  N.Y. 
13110. 

Town  Supervisor,  Salt  Point 
Turnpike,  Clinton  Corners, 
N.Y.  12514. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Pair 
Haven,  N.Y.  13064. 

Town  Supervisor,  Rural  De¬ 
livery  No.  2,  Remsen,  N.Y. 
13438. 

Supervisor.  Rural  Delivery  5, 
Auburn,  N.Y.  13021. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall, 
Bameveld,  N.Y.  13304. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Monu¬ 
ments  Square,  Troy,  N.Y. 
12180. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Route 
17,  Tuxedo  Park,  N.Y. 
10987. 

Mayor,  Box  886,  Unadilla, 
N.Y.  13849. 

Town  Supervisor,  Curtis 
Museum  Bldg.,  nammonds- 
port,  N.Y.  14840. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  King 
Ferry,  N.Y.  13081. 

Supervisor,  Town  Office  and 
Oarage  Bldg.,  Oermany 
Rd.,  Rural  Delivery'  1, 
Verona,  N.Y.  13478. 

Supervisor,  Town  Hall,  Mil- 
brook,  N.Y.  12545.  • 

Mayor,  303  North  Franklin, 
Watkins  Glen,  N.Y.  14801. 

Town  Supervisor,  Rural  De¬ 
livery  No.  2,  Way  land,  N.Y. 
14572. 

Supervisor,  Township  Bldg., 
Constableville,  N.Y.  13385. 


Dee..  13,  1974 
July  9,  1976 

Oct.  18,  1974 
July  9,  1976 

July  26,  1974 
July  9,  1976 

June  28,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Apr.  12,1974 
July  9. 1976 

Aug.  30,1974 
July  9, 1976 

A|ir.  6. 1974 
July  9, 1976 


Juno  28,1974 
July  9, 1976 
May  10,1974 


Sept.  13, 1974 
July  9, 1976 


Nov.  1, 1974 
July  9, 1976 

Aug.  2,1974 
July  0, 1976 

June  28,1974 
July  9, 1976 

Sept.  13, 1974 
July  9, 1978 


Mayor,  Box  338,  East  Spencer,  June  7, 1974 
N.C.  28039.  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  100  West  St.,  Wilkes-  June  14, 1974 
boro,  N.C.  28097.  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  426  West  Market  8t.,  Apr.  12, 1974 
Celina,  Ohio  45822.  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  116  North  Main  St.,  Apr.  12,1974 
Frankfort,  Ohio  46628.  •  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  47  Main  St.,  Omen-  Mar.  15.1974 
wlch,  Ohio  44837.  July  9, 1978 

Mayor,  102  Oak  St.,  Jackson  May  31, 1974 
Center,  Ohio  45334.  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Uhrichs-  Nov.  9, 1974 
vllle,  Ohio  44683.  July  9, 1970 


July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  23  South  Washington,  Mar.  29, 1974 
P.O.  Box  249,  City  Hall,  July  9, 1970 
Ardmore,  Okla.  73401. 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery  3,  Nov.  1,1974 
Bloomsburg,  Pa.  17815.  July  9, 1970 

Mayor,  Ore  and  Mill  St.,  P.O.  Jan.  16, 1974 
Box  127,  Bowmanstown,  July  9, 1976 
Pa.  18030. 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery  Nov.  1,1974 
No.  1,  Claysville,  Pa.  15323.  July  9, 1976 

Chairman,.  Township  8uper-  Dec.  20, 1974 
visors.  Rural  Delivery  1,  July  9. 1970 
Howard,  Pa.  16841. 

Chairman.  2828  Swede  St.,  June  28, 1974 
Norristown.  Pa.  19401.  July  9, 1976 

Chairman,  10  Johnson  St.,  June  14,1974 
Mountalntop,  Pa.  18707. 

Chairman,  Box  128,  SInnamv  Nov.  8, 1974 
honing,  Pa.  15861.  July  9, 1970 
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2iM01 


t  IliTtlve 

■  late  of 
hjenti- 

8Ut«  . 

County 

Location 

Map  No. 

Loral  map  repository 

l  i  rat  ion 
ot  areas 

V 

w  tiieh  have 
H|MH-ial  Hood 

hazards 

Do . 

.  Jefferson _ 

Henderson,  town- 

H  421729A  01 

Chairman,  Hural  Delivery  3, 

o<*t. 

18, 1974 

ship  of. 

through 

H  421729A  04 

Punxsutawny,  Pa.  15707. 

July 

9, 1976 

Do _ 

. .  Mercer . 

Hermitage,  bor¬ 
ough  of. 

H  421862A  01 

Manager,  Box  1046,  Sharon 

Sept. 

20, 1974 

through 

H  421862A  05 

Pa.  16146. 

July 

9,1976 

Do . 

.  Westmore- 

Jeannette,  eity 

H  420882A  01 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  2d  and 
Clay  Ave.,  Jeannette,  Pa. 

June 

14, 1974 

land. 

of. 

July 

9, 1976 

15644. 

Do 

..  Perry.. .  _ 

Millerstown,  lice- 

II  420752  A  01 

Mavor,  Borough  Bldg..  Millers- 

Jmi 

10, 1974 

ough  of. 

through 

11  420752A  02 

town,  Pa.  17062. 

Do 

. .  Columbia . 

Mount  Pleasant, 

11  42KM2A  01 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 

Aug. 

2, 1974 

township  of. 

through 

No.  1,  Blooinshurg,  Pa. 

July 

9,1976 

li  42104-' A  0: 

17815. 

Do. 

I,uMM. . 

New  Columbus. 

II  4218111 A  01 

Mayor,  Rural  Delivery  No.  1, 

Nov. 

1, 1974 

borough  of. 

through 

11  421  Hi;* A  03 

Stillwater,  Pa.  17878. 

July 

9, 1976 

Do 

Montgomery. . 

New  Hanover. 

It  421914A  01 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 

Nov. 

1. 11*74 

township  of. 

through 

No.  !,  Gilbertsville,  Pa. 

July 

9, 1976 

II  421. *14  A  Of. 

I"  2  . 

Do  ... 

Lancaster. 

Paradise,  tow  n- 

II  421777  A  PI 

Chairman,  Township  Super- 

Sept. 

6, 1974 

ship  of. 

t  hrough 

visor.  Rural  Delivery  No.  1. 

July 

9, 1976 

II  421777 A  O'. 

Paradis**,  Pa.  17562. 

Do.. 

Merer 

Pine,  toe  nship 

II  4 22284  A  01 

chairman,-  Rural  Delivery 

Nov . 

1.5, 1974 

of. 

through 

No.  1.  Grove  CityC  Pa. 

July 

9,  11*76 

II  422284  A  tin 

10127. 

Do  . 

Pucks.  . 

Plnmstead,  town- 

II  4 2011*1*  A  01 

Chairman,  Box  14.  Fountain- 

Dig. 

24, 1973 

stii|>of. 

through 

It  4201!*' 'A  03 

vilte,  Pa.  18923. 

July 

It,  1976 

Do 

.  Lycoming... 

Porter,  township 

II  420*150  A  01 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 

May 

3. 1974 

of. 

t  hrough 

No.  i.  Jersey  Shore,  Pa. 

Inly 

",  1!I76 

II  4 20050  A  03 

17740. 

Do  . 

Lancaster. 

Kapho.  low  nship 

II  421781 A  01 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery- 
No.  2.  Manheim,  Pa.  17545. 

Oct. 

18, 1974 

of. 

through 

11  421781 A  17 

July 

9. 1976 

Do. 

Greene 

Rices  Landing. 

ti  42047" A  01 

Mayor.  Rural  Delivery  No.  1, 

Nov. 

8, 1974 

borough  nl. 

l hrough 

limes  Landing,  Pa.  15357. 

— 

II  420171*  A  02 

Do...;. 

Allegheny ..  . 

Scott,  township 

II  121100  A  01 

Piesulent,  Commissioners,  301 

Sopl. 

13, 1974 

of. 

through 

l.indsav  Rd„  Carnegie,  Pa. 

July 

9,  11*76 

11  421 100 A  02 

15105. 

Do 

West  inorelaud 

Sewlckky.  tow  n- 

II  42211*3 A  Ol 

*  hairmaii.  Township  Bldg., 

June 

28. 1974 

ship  of. 

1 hrough 
li  4221. *3 A  *1" 

ilermiliie.  Pa.  15*137. 

July 

9,  1976 

Do 

Crawford 

Spring,  township 

II  421570  \  III 

Chairman.  Rural  Delivery 

May 

31, 1974 

of. 

through 

No.  3.  Coimeeulville,  Pa. 

July 

9, 1976 

II  421570A  04 

1**406. 

Do 

Chester  . 

Warwick .  tow  n- 

II  4  21 494 A  01 

Chairman.  Township  Super- 

Sept.  13,11*74 

ship  of. 

through 

II  121 494 A  03 

visor.  Rural  Delivery  No. 
1,  K Iverson,  Pa.  1!*520. 

July 

9, 1976 

Do 

Bradford 

Wells,  township 

11  121121 A  01 

Township  Beoretary  Town- 

Sept. 

13, 1974 

ship  i.l. 

through 

ship  Supervisor.  Rural  De- 

July 

9.  1976 

II  421121  \  01 

livery  No.  2,  Gillett,  Pa. 
1*11*25. 

Do  . 

Wvsox,  low  ii'tnp 

II  420977  A  01 

i  huinnan,  Box  6,  Wvsox,  Pa. 

July 

76, 1974 

of. 

through 

188.54. 

July 

9, 1976 

11  4301*77 A  02 

Do. 

Warfen 

YdUngsville. 

II  420844A  01 

Manager,  40  Railroad  St., 

Apr. 

12,1974 

borough  of. 

through 

41  42084  1 A  03 

Youngsville,  Pa.  16371. 

July 

9, 1976 

South 

Hampton... 

Furman,  low  n  of. 

it  45009HA  0! 

Mavor.  P.D.  Box  56.  Puriuan, 

June 

14. 1974 

Carolina. 

through 

S.C.  29921. 

July 

9, 1976 

II  1500!  *8  A  0  2 

Do  .  . 

Lexington... 

West  Columbia, 

II  450140  A  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  44,  West 

June 

28, 1974 

city  of. 

through 

H  450140A  02 

Columbia,  S.C.  29169. 

July 

9, 1976 

Do _ 

York 

York,  city  of  . 

II  450197  A  01 

Mavor,  P.O.  500,  York,  S.C. 

May 

17, 1974 

through 

II  450197  A  02 

29745. 

July 

9,1976 

Tennessee . .. 

..  Greene . 

Haileyton,  city  of. 

li  47021*4  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  47.  Greene- 
ville,  Tenn.  37743. 

Sept. 

3, 1976 

Do  .  . 

..  Campbell . 

Cary vtlle.  city  of  . 

H  470298  01 

Mayor,  Town  Hail,  4  aryviUe, 

Do 

through 

Toon.  37766. 

H  4702**8  On 

Do. 

.  Clay . 

Celina,  town  of.  . 

H  470032A  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  447,  Celina, 

June 

21, 1974 

Tenn.  38551. 

July 

It,  1976 

*  Do _ 

.  Union  _ 

.  Luttrel,  city  of _ 

H  470209  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  51.  Main  St., 

Sept. 

3, 1976 

Do 

through 

H  470209  00 

Luttrel,  Tenn.  37779. 

Greene . 

Moslieim,  city  of. . 

II  470310  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  185,  Mos- 

l)o. 

Do.  . 

Jefferson _ _ 

through 

11  470310  00 

heim,  Tenn.  37818. 

White  Pine,  city 

H  470332  01 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  06,  White 

1  Ml. 

of. 

through 

H  470332  02 

Pine,  Team.  37890. 

Do 

Cannon . 

Woodbury,  town 

H  470021 A  01 

Mayor,  102  Tatum  St.,  Wood- 

Oct. 

^,1978 

of. 

through 

H  470021 A  02 

bury,  Tenn.  37190. 

Texas 

Cameron . 

Brownsville,  city 

11  480103 A  01 

City  Hall,  Market  Square, 

May 

24, 1974 

of. 

through 

P.O.  Box  911,  Brownsville, 

July 

9,1976 

Do  . 

11  480103A  12 

Tex.  78520. 

Harris. 

Katy,  city  of  _ 

H  480301 A  01 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  910  Avenue 
D,  P.O.  Box  617,  Katy, 

June 

28,1974 

through 

July 

9,1976 

Do . 

H  480301 A  04 

Tex.  77450. 

Angelina 

.  Lufkin,  eity  of.... 

H  48000!* A  01 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  300  East 
Shepard,  P.O.  Drawer  190, 
Lufkin,  Tex.  75901. 

Feb. 

22. 1974 

through 

H  480009A  07 

July 

9,1976 
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State 

County 

Ixtcalion 

Map  No.  Local  map  repository 

Effective 
date  of 
identi¬ 
fication 

* 

J 

of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
hazards 

Do . Lamar. . 

Vermont . Rutland _ 

Virginia  ...  ..  Southampton. 

Do .  Wise .  . 

Washington  ..  King 

West  Virginia  .  Mingo.  . 

Do . Marshall _ 

Do _ Preston . . .-. _ 


Paris,  olty  of. 


Clarendon,  town 
of. 

Boykins,  town  of 
Wise,  town  of . 


Do... 


Miuera! . 


Wisconsin .  Green  Lake 

and 

Waushara. 
Do . Douglas 


Do . Juneau . 

Do . Milwaukee _ 


Redmond,  city 
of. 

Gilbert,  town  of. . 

Glen  Dale,  city 
of. 

Kingwood,  city 
of. 

Piedmont,  city  of. 

Berlin,  city  of _ 


Lake  Nehaga- 
mon,  village  of. 

New  Lisbon, 
city  of. 

Wauwatosa,  city 
Of. 


H  480427  A  01 
through 
H  480427  A  05 
H  5000 'H  A  01 
through 
H  5000M3A  12 
H  510151 A  01 
through 
R  510151A  02 
U  510179A  01 
through 
R  51017'JA  05 
R  5300K7A  01 
through 
II  530087 A  11 
II  5401 35 A  01 
through 
H  540135A  02 
11  540109 A  01 
through 
H  540109A  02 
H  540254  01 
through 
H  640254  02 
H  640131 A  01... 

H  550166A  01 
through 
H  550166A  02 
II  550112  A  01 
through 
H  550112A  06 
11  550206A  01... 

H  550284  A  01 
through 

R  6502S4A  05 


Jane  14.1974 
July  9, 1978 


May  81,1974 
July  9, 1978 


Alabama .  Covington _ River  Falls, 

town  of. 


II  010054  A  01 
through 
H  010054 A  07 

Do .  Talladega.,  Talladega,  city  of.  H  010200A  01 

through 
R  010200A  06 

Arixona .  Pima  . Oro  Valley,  It  040109A  01... 

town  of. 

California  - Los  Angeles  ..  Pasadena,  city  of  .  H  065050A  01 

through 
R  065050A  11 


Mayor,  City  Hall,  185  1st  8t., 

SE..  Paris,  Tex.  75460. 

Flood  Coordinator,  Creek 
Rd.,  North  Clarendon,  Vt. 

05759. 

Mayor,  Box  363,  Boykins,  Va.  May  31, 1974 

Mayor,  Box  H0O,  Wise,  Va.  Floy  10,1974 
24293  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  City  Rail,  15670  North  Mar.  22,1974 
85th,  Redmond,  Wash.  July  9, 1976 

98052. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  18S,  OiB>ert,  May  31, 1974 
W.  Va.  2526L 

Mayor, 402  Woland  Ave.,  Glen  June  28, 1974 
Dale,  W.  V  a.  26038  July  9, 1976 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  276,  King-  Sent.  3, 1976 

wood,  W.  V  a.  26537. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Piedmont,  Aug.  28, 1974 
W.  Va.  26750. 

Mayor,  108  North  Capron  St.,  Jan.  16, 197* 
Berlin,  Wis.  64923.  July  9,1976 

Village  President,  Village  June  7,1974 
Hall,  Lake  Nebagomon,  July  9, 1976 
Wls.  54H49. 

Mayor,  218  East  Bridge  St.,  Dec.  17,1973 
New  Lisbon,  Wls.  53950. 

Mayor,  7725  West  North  Ave.,  Dec.  21,1973 
Wauwatosa  Memorial  Civic  July  9,1978 
Center.  Wauwatosa,  Wis. 

53218. 

•  •  • 

Mayor,  Town  Rail,  River  Sept.  20, 1974 
Falls,  Ala.  36476.  July  16,1976 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  4<*8,  Talla-  Juno  7, 1974 
dega,  Ala.  35160.  July  16, 1976 


Do .  .  Orange 


Rtanton.cily  of...  H  000234  A  01 
through 
R  000234  A  02 

Do .  . do  _  Tustin,  city  of....  H  060285A  01 

through 
H  060235A  07 

Colorado . Conejos . Manassa,  town  of..  H  080253 A  01.. 

Conneotleut...  Middlesex _  Raddam,  town  of.  H  09006CA  01 

through 
H  090060 A  15 

H  090121 A  01 
through 
H  000121 A  07 
H  120012A  01 
through 
H  120012A  08 

Kane . Batavia,  city  of...  H  170321A  01 

through 
H  170321 A  02 


Do . Windham 

Florida . Bay 

BUnoix... 


WlUimantic,  city 
of. 


Panama  City, 
city  of. 


Town  Engineer.  40  East 
Oalle  Concordia,  Oro  Val¬ 
ley,  Ariz.  85704. 

1  tirector  of  Public  Works, 
City  Hall,  100  North  Gar¬ 
field  Ave.,  Pasadena,  Calif. 
91109. 

Director  of  Development 
Services,  City  Hall,  7800 
Katella  Ave.,  Stanton, 
Calif.  90680. 

City  Engineer,  City  Rail, 
Tustivi,  Calif.  92680. 

Attorney,  403  Main  St.,  P.O. 
Box  62,  La  Jara.  Colo.  81140. 

Chairman,  Board  of  Select¬ 
men,  Town  Office  Bldg., 
Hay  brook  Rd.,  lladdam. 
Conn.  06438. 

City  Engineer,  City  Rail, 
Willimantlc,  Conn.  06226. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  1880,  Pana¬ 
ma  City,  Fla.  23401. 


Apr.  11,1975 
July  16,1976 


Aug.  2. 1974 
July  16, 1978 


•Tune  14,1974 
July  16,1976 


June  21.1974 
July  16,1976 

Aug.  8, 1975 

July  16,1976 
May  31,1974 
July  16,1976 


Do . 

.  Cook . 

.  Des  Plaines, 

city  of. 

Do . 

..  Greene . 

..  Greenfield,  city  oL 

Do . 

..  LaSalle... 

.  Oglesby,  city  of. . . 

Do  - 

..  Oquawka,  village 
of. 

. .  Pekin,  city  of . 

Do. . 

Do... 

..  win . 

.  Peotone,  village 

De _ 

...  Bureau _ 

oL 

r  Walnut,  village  of. 

Do . 

..  Cook . 

.  Winnetka,  village 

>dian&. . 

..  Benton . 

oL 

Fowler,  town  of... 

H  170081 B  01 
through 
H  170081 B  07 


through 
H  170654  A  08 
H  170709A  01.. 


H  170178A  01 
through 
H  170178A  02 
H  180008  A  01.. 


May  10.1974 
July  16,1978 

Sept.  6,1974 
July  16,1976 

Mayor,  101  North  Island  Ave,,  Sept.  10, 1978 
Batavia,  III.  60510. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Breese,  111  June  7, 1974 
62230.  July  16, 1976 

Mayor,  1420  Miner  St.,  De»  May  4, 1973 
Plaines,  Ill.  60016.  June  28, 1974 

July  16,1976 

Mayor,  City  Hall  Greenfield,  Feb.  22, 1974 
III  62044.  July  16, 1976 

Mayor,  128  West  Walnut  8t.,  May  24, 197* 
Oglesby,  Ill.  61348. 

Village  President,  Village  Nov.  7,1973 
Rail,  Oquawka,  111.  61469.  July  16,1978 

Mayor,  City  Hall  Pekin,  III  Apr.  12, 1974 
61554.  July  16, 1978 

Village  President,  3d  and  Mar.  15, 1974 
Main  Sts.,  l’eotone,  III 
60468. 

Village  President,  115  South  Jan.  9, 1974 
Main,  Walnut,  III  61376.  July  16^  1978 

Village  President,  510  Green  Nov.  19. 1973 
Bay  Rd-  Winnetka,  111  July  16,1978 
80093. 

.  President  of  the  Town  Board,  Apr.  12, 1974 
307  East  5th  St..  Fowler.  July  16,1976 
Ind-  47944. 
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State 

County 

Location 

«r 

Do . 

Clark . 

Sollorsburg, 

town  of. 

Do . 

Perry . 

Tell  City,  city  of.. 

Do . 

St.  Joseph _ 

Walkerton, 
town  of. 

Iowa  . 

Plymouth . . .. 

Le  Mars,  city  of. .. 

Do . 

O’Brien . 

Sauhorn,  city  of... 

Terril,  city  of . 

Do . 

Dickinson. ... 

Kansas . 

Douglas . 

Eudora,  city  of _ 

Kentucky . 

Knott . 

Hindman,  city  of.. 

Do . . 

La  Rue . 

Hodgenvllle, 
town  of. 

Do . 

city  of. 

Do . 

Garrard . 

Lancaster,  city  of.. 

Do . 

Ettill . 

Ravenna,  city  of.. 

Louisiana . 

Beauregard... 

De  Ridder, 
city  of. 

Malno . 

Aroostook . 

Ashland,  town  of . 

Do . 

Somerset . 

Madison,  town  of . 

Do . 

Oxford . 

Norway,  town  of., 
of. 

Dunstable,  town 

Massachusetts . 

Middlesex . 

Do . 

Franklin _ _ 

of. 

Do . 

Hampshire.... 

Westhampton, 
town  of. 

Michigan . 

Wayne . 

Brownstown, 
township  of. 

Do . 

Macomb . 

Chesterfield, 
township  of. 

Do . 

Berrien.. . 

Chikaming, 
township  of. 

Do _ 

Ingham . 

Delhi  Charter, 
township  oL 

Do . 

Eaton . 

Delta  Charter, 
township  of. 

Do . 

Bay . 

Hampton,  town¬ 
ship  of. 

Do . 

La  Salle,  town¬ 
ship  of. 

Arlington,  city  of. 

Minnesota _ 

Sibley . . 

Do . 

St.  Louis . 

Biwabik,  city  of 

Do . 

Red  Lake 

Brooks,  city  of.... 

Buckman,  city  of. 

Do. _ 

Morrison . 

Do..  ... 

Murray... _ 

Do _ 

St,  Louis . 

Do _ 

. do . 

Do _ 

Sibley . 

Gibbon,  city  of _ 

Glyndon,  city  of. . 

Do . 

Clay . 

Map  No. 


Local  map  repository 


H  180028A  01...  President,  Board  of  Trustees, 
318  East  Utica  St.,  Sellers- 
burg,  Ind.  47172. 

MayorJ  City  Hall,  Toll  City, 
Ind.  47586. 


H  180107  A  01 
through 
H  180197  A  02 
U  180232  A  01. 


H  190225 A  01 
through 
H  190225A  02 
H  190651 A  01. 


H  190812  01... 
H  200089A  01. 


H  210130A  01 
through 
H  210130A  04 
U  210133A  01 
through 
H  210133A  02 
H  210240A  01 
through 
H  210240^  05 
H  210082A  01 
through 
H  210082 A  02 
H  210319A  01... 

H  220027 A  01 
through 
H  220027  A  06 
H  230012A  01 
through 
n  23001 2  A  24 
U  230120  A  01 
through 
H  230126A  17 
H  230096  A  01 
through 
H  230096A  16 
H  250191 A  01 
through 
H  250191A  07 
H  2501 18A  01 
through 
H  250118A  09 
H  2501 73 A  01 
through 
H  260173A  08 
H  2602 18  A  01 
through 
H  260218A  10 
H  2601 20 A  01 
through 
H  260120A  09 
H  260258A  01 
through 
H  260258A  07 
H  260088A  01 
through 
H  260088A  10 
H  260066  A  01 
through 
H  260066  A  11 
H  260023  A  01 
through 
H  260023A  08 

H  2601 48  A  01 
through 
H  260148A  08 
H  270437 A  01... 

H  270418A  01 
through 
H  270418A  02 
H  270388  A  01.. 

H  270294A  01... 

H  27031 3 A  01... 

H  270421A  01 
through 
H  270421 A  34 
H  270422A  01 
through 
H  270422A  03 
H  270439A  01... 

H  270083A  01... 


.  Town  Board,  President,  208 
Maple  St.,  Walkerton,  Ind. 
46574. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Le  Mars, 
Iowa  51031. 

.  City  Attorney,  City  Hall, 
Sanborn,  Iowa  51248. 

.  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Terril, 
Iowa  51364. 

.  Mayor,  City  Hall,  4  East  7th, 
Eudora,  Kans.  66025. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Bo*  196,  nind- 
man,  Ky.  41822. 

Mayor,  Water  St.,  Hodgen- 
ville,  Ky.  42748. 

Mayor,  Box  126,  Indepen¬ 
dence,  Ky.  41050. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Lancaster, 
Ky.  40444. 

M^or,  City  Hall,  Ravenna, 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  De  Ridder, 
La.  70634. 

Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  Ash- 
laud,  Maine  04732. 

Town  Manager,  P.O.  Box  190, 
Madison,  Maine  0495a 

Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  Nor¬ 
way,  Maine  04268. 

Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  Dun¬ 
stable,  Mass.  01827. 

Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  Court 
Square,  Greenfield,  Mass. 
01301. 

Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  South 
Road,  Rural  Route  Ne.  1, 
Easthampton,  Mas*.  01027. 

Township  Supervisor,  21313 
Telegraph,  Trenton,  Mich. 

Supervisor,  50177  North  Gra¬ 
tiot,  Mount  Clemens,  Mieh. 
48043. 

Supervisor,  Rural  Route  2, 
Box  247,  Three  Oaks,  Mieh. 
49128. 

Township  Supervisor,  Town¬ 
ship  Hall,  1974  South  Cedar 
8t.,  Holt,  Mich.  48842. 

Township  Supervisor,  Town¬ 
ship  Hall,  7710  West  Sag¬ 
inaw,  Lansing,  Mich.  48917. 

Township  Supervisor,  Town¬ 
ship  Hall,  801  West  Cento- 
Avenue  Rd„  Essexville, 
Mieh.  48732. 

Supervisor,  4109  La  Plaisance 
Rd.,  La  Salle,  Mich.  48145. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Arlington, 
Minn.  55307. 

Mayor,  Box  141,  Biwabik, 
Minn.  55708. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Brooks, 
Minn.  56715. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Buck  man, 
Minn.  56317. 

Mayor,  City  Han,  Currie, 

.  Minn.  56123. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Duluth, 
Minn.  55802. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  401,  Eveleth, 
Minn.  55734. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Gibbon, 
Minn.  55335. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Glyndon, 
Minn.  56547. 


Effective 
date  of 
identi¬ 
fication 
of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
hazards 


Nov.  23, 1973 
July  16,1976 

Jan.  16,1974 
July  16,1976 

Nov.  23, 1973 
July  16,1976 

Jan.  16,1974 
July  16,1976 

8ept.  19, 1975 
July  16,1976 
Sept.  10, 1976 

Jan.  9, 1974 
July  16,1976 
May  31,1974 
July  16,1976 

May  17,1974 
July  16,1976 

Feb.  8, 1974 
July  16,1976 

July  19,1974 
July  16,1976 

May  17,1974 

Feb.  1,1974 
July  16,1976 

June  14,1974 
July  16,1976 

June  28, 1974 
July  16,1976 

Sept.  13, 1974 
July  16,1976 

Nov.  29, 1974 
July  16, 1976 

Sept.  13,1974 
July  16,1976 

June  28,1974 
July  16,1976 

Aug.  23,1974 
July  16,1976 

June  28,1974 
July  M,  1976 

June  28,1974 
July  16,1976 

July  26,1974 
July  16,1976 

Sept.  13,1974 
July  16,1976 

Aug.  2, 1974 
July  16,1976 


June  28,1974 
July  16,1970 

May  17,1974 


Do. 

July  16,1976 
Aug.  8,1974 
Do. 

Aug.  2,1974 
July  16,1976 
Aug.  16,1974 
July  16,1976 

June  7,1974 
July  16,1976 

June  21,1974 

May  17,1974 
July  16,1976 
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State 

County 

Location 

Map  No. 

Effective 
date  of 
tdenti- 

Local  map  repository  iieation 

of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
hazards 

Do . 

Todd  . 

.  Hewitt,  city  of _ 

H  270478 A  01.. 

.  Mayor,  Box  26,  Hewitt,  Minn.  Aug.  9, 1974 
56453.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

Dakota 

.  Inver  Grove 
Heights,  city  of. 

H  270106A  01 
through 

H  270106A  09 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  8650  Court  May  24, 1974 
House,  Inver  Grove  July  16,1976 

Heights,  Minn.  55075. 

Do.. . 

Mille  Dies _ 

Isle,  city  of  _ 

H  270288A  01 
through 

H  270288 A  02 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Isle,  Minn.  June  7,1974 
56342.  July  16, 1976 

Do . 

Itasca. 

Keewatin,  city  of.. 

H  27U205A  01 
through 

H  270205 A  02 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Keewatin,  May  3,1974 
Minn.  55753. 

Do . 

Goodhue _ 

Kenyon,  city  of. . . 

H  270143A  01 
through 

H  2701  ISA  02 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  714  2d  St.,  May  24,1974 
Kenyon,  Minn.  55946.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

Hennepin.  . 

Maple  Plain, 
city  of. 

II  270170A  01.. 

Mayor.  1620  Maple  Avis,  May  3, 1974 
Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359.  July  16, 1976 

Do . 

Lyofl . 

Marshall,  city  of 

II  270258 A  01 
through 

H  270258  A  03 

Mayor,  344  West  Main  St.,  Nov.  2,1973 
Marshall,  Minn.  56258.  July  16, 1976 

Do .  . 

Marshall . . 

Ncwfolden, 
city  of. 

11  270271 A  OK. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Newfoldcu,  July  19, 1974 
Minn.  56738.  July  16.1976 

Do . 

Steele 

Owatonna,  city  of. 

II  270403  A  01 
through 

H  2704O3A  04 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Owatonna,  June  7,1974 
Miiui.  55060.  July  16, 1976 

Do . 

Pipestone. . 

Pipestone,  city  of 

H  270359  A  01 
through 

H  271,1359  A  02 

Mayor.  P.O.  Box  586,  Pipe-  May  3,1974 
stone,  Minn,  56164. 

Do . 

Red  Lake _ 

Plummer,  city  of.. 

11  270390  A  01 
through 

II  270390  A  02 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Plummer,  Aug.  23,1974 
Minn.  56748.  July  16, 1976 

Do... . 

Kandiyohi. . 

Raymond,  city  of. 

11  270222 A  OK. 

.  Mayor.  City  Hall,  Raymond,  Apr.  12, 1971 
Minn.  56282.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

Redwood.... 

.  Sanborn,  city  of... 

11  270394 A  OK. 

Mayor,  Sanborn  City  Hall,  May  10, 1974 
Sanborn,  Minn.  56083.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

Traverse _ 

.  Tintali,  city  of _ 

11  270482  A  01 

.  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Tintali,  Aug.  9,1974 
Minn.  56588.  July  16,1976 

Do . . 

/ 

Pipestone. . . . 

Trosky,  city  of 

II  270361 A  01 
through 

II  270301 A  02 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Trosky,  Aug.  9.1974 
Miun.  56177.  July  16,1976 

Do.:*. . 

Mower  _ 

Waltham,  city  of. . 

11  270311 A  OK. 

Mayor,  Box  291,  Waltham,  Aug.  9,1974 
Mlnu.  55982. 

Do . 

Martin _ 

Welcome,  city  of  . 

II  270279 A  01  . 

Mayor.  City  Hall,  Welcome,  May  10,1974 
Minn.  56181.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

Carlton . 

Wright,  city  of _ 

II  2700 48 A  OK. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Wright,  Sept.  13, 1974 
Minn.  55793. 

Mississippi.... 

Sharkey... 

Anguilla,  town  of.. 

11  2801 53 A  OK. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Anguilla,  June  7,1974 
Miss.  38721. 

Do . 

Simpson . 

Braxton,  village  of. 

II  280156  A  01.. 

.  Mayor,  Village  Hall,  Braxton,  July  19, 1974 
Miss.  39044.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

Bolivar . 

Boyle,  town  of _ 

11  280015A  OK. 

.  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  277,  Boyle.,  May  24. 1974 
Miss.  38730. 

Do . 

Panola  and 
Quitman. 

Crenshaw,  town 
of. 

II  280127 A  OK. 

.  Mayor,  City  Hall,  Crenshaw,  June  7, 1974 
Miss.  38621. 

Do .  ... 

. do . 

.  Crowder,  town  ef 

II  2801 28.V  OK. 

.  Mayor,  P.O.  Bex  97,  Crowder,  l»o. 

Miss.  38622.  July  16, 1976 

Do . 

Carroll . 

.  North  Carrollton, 
town  of 

H  280028 A  OK. 

.  Mayor,  P.O.  Box  52,  North  June  7,1974 
Carrollton,  Miss.  38947.  July  16, 1976 

Do . 

Leake . . . 

Walnut  Grove, 
town  of. 

H  280098 A  OK. 

.  Mayor,  Box  236,  Walnut  June  28, 1974 
Grove,  Miss.  39189.  '  July  16, 1976 

Missouri . 

St..  Louis . 

.  Bellrivc,  village  of. 

II  290881  01  ... 

.  Chairman,  Village  Hall,  Bell-  Sept.  10, 1976 
rive,  Mo.  63121. 

Do . 

Platte..  _ 

.  Lake  Waukomis, 
city  of. 

H  290700  OK... 

.  Alderman,  1047  South  Short  Do. 

Dr.,  Parkvifle,  Mo.  64151. 

New 

Hampshire. 

Rockingham 

.  Londonderry, 
town  of. 

H  330134A  01 
through 

H  330134A  10 

Selectmen,  Town  Hall,  Lon-  Aug.  9,1974 
douderry,  N.H.  03053.  July  16,1976 

New  Jersey _ 

Monmouth. 

.  Freehold, 
township  of. 

II  340297  A  01 
through 

H  840297 A  06 

Mayor,  township  Bldg.,  Free-  Feb.  15, 1974 
hold.  N.J.  07728.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

Passaic . 

.  Hawthorne, 
borough  of. 

11  340400  A  01 
through 
(1  34040(1  A  02 

Mayor,  445  Lafayette  Ave.,  Nov.  30, 1973 
Hawthorne,  N.J.  07506.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

Union _ 

.  Hillside, 

township  of. 

H  340456A  OK. 

Mayor,  Liberty  and  Hillside  Jan.  9,1974 
Ave.,  Hillside,  N.J.  07205. 

Do . 

Cumberland. 

.  Maurice  River, 
township  of. 

H  340172  A  01 
through 

H  3401 72  A  30 

Mayor,  P.O.  Bo*  218,  Mu-  May  31,1074 
nicipal  Bldg.,  Leesburg,  July  16, 1976 
N.J.  08327. 

Do . . 

Atlantic  . .  . 

.  Port  Republic, 
city  of. 

H  340016A  01 
through 

H  3400 16  A  03 

Mayor,  P.O.  Bax  219,  Port  Aug  23.1974 
Republic,  N.J.  08241.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

Passaic _  . 

.  Ringwood, 
borough  of. 

II  340407  A  01 
through 

H  840407  A  09 

Mayor,  60  Margaret  King  June  28, 1974 
Ave.,  Ringwood,  N.J.  07456.  July  16,1976 

Do . 

.  Camden . 

Stratford, 
borough  of. 

H  340146A  01 
through 
>1  340 146 A  04 

Mayor,  307  Union  Ave.,  Mar.  22,1974 
Stratford,  SJ$.  98084.  July  16,1976 

Do . . 

.  Burlington... 

..  Westamptoit. 
township  of. 

H  340118  A  01 
through 

H  3401 18  A  04 

Mayor,  400  Pennington  Dr.,  June  28,1974 
Kanoocas  Rd.,  Mount  July  16, 1976 
Holly,  N  J. 

New  York. .... 

.  Allegany 

.  Angelica,  town  of. 

II  361095  01 
through 

H  861095  05 

Supervisor,  Tvvea  Hall,  Auge-  Sept.  19, 1976 
Uca,  N.Y.  14709. 

Do . 

.  Genesee . 

..  Batavia,  city  of ... 

.  H  360279 A  01 
through 

H  260279A  04 

Administrate,  P.O.  Box  32,  Dec.  28,1973 
Batavia,  N.Y.  14020.  July  18,1976 

Do . 

Allegany... 

Belfast,  (own  of.. 

.  H  361006A  01 
through 

11  361 096  A  06 

Supervisor,  Belfast,  N.Y.  Oct.  18,1974 

14711.  July  16, 1976 

\ 
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County 

Location 

Do . 

Bridgewater, 

town  of. 

Do . 

_ Schoharie . 

Carlisle,  town  of. . 

Do..-:. 

_ Madison . 

Cazenovia, 

Do . 

_ Onondaga - 

village  of. 

Cicero,  town  of . . . 

Do . . 

_ Cortland. . 

Cincinnatus, 
town  of. 

Do . 

....  Eric . 

Clarence,  town 
of. 

Do . 

_ Saratoga . 

Clifton  Park, 

town  of. 

Do - 

_ Cattaraugus— . 

Conewnngo, 
town  of. 

Do _ 

Do _ 

_ Chautauqua.. 

Gerry,  town  of... 

Do  .... 

Highland,  town 
of. 

Do _ 

Do  . 

Bumphrey, 
town  ol. 

Do . 

_ Tompkins _ 

Ithaca,  city  of _ 

Do . 

Do . 

_ Onondaga _ _ 

la  Fayette, 
town  of. 

Do _ 

Lattingtown, 
village  of. 

Do  ... 

Do.... 

Do _ 

_ Delaware _ 

of. 

Middletown, 
town  of. 

Do _ 

....  St.  Lawrence.. 

Morristown, 
town  of. 

Do _ 

....  Ontario . 

Naples,  town  of— 

Do.... 

town  of. 

Do.... 

....  Suffolk _ 

Nlsscquogue, 
village  of. 

Do.... 

....  Jefferson . 

Orleans,  town  of. 

Do.... 

Otsego,  town  of. . 

Do.... 

_ Suffolk . 

village  of. 

Do.  .. 

_ Chenango _ 

Pitcher,  town  of.. 

Tin  .... 

_ Cortland _ 

Do _ 

....  Suffolk  . 

Riverbead,  town 
of. 

Do. _ 

_ Cattaraugus.. 

Salamanca,  city 
of. 

Salisbury,  town 
of. 

Do - 

....  Herkimer . 

Do . 

_ Steuben . 

South  Coming, 
village  of. 

Map  No. 


Local  map  repository 


Effective 
date  of 
Identi¬ 
fication 
of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
hazards 


H  380521 A  01 
through 
H  360521A  03 
H  361iy3A  01 
through 
B  361 1.13  A  11 
H  360324  A  01... 

H  360572A  01 
through 
n  360572 A  15 
H  3601 77 A  01 
through 
H  360177  A  06 
U  360232  \  01 
through 
B  360232 A  13 
B  360713A  01 
through 
n  360713A  07 
H  360065  A  01 
through 
H  36006.5  A  10 
H  360000A  01 
through 
B  360600A  07 
B  361 10.1  A  01 
through 
H  361109A  06 
B  360822  A  01 
through 
B  360822 A  00 
B  361007  01 
through 
B  361007  03 
B  360078  A  01 
through 
B  360078A  04 
B  360850 A  01 
through 
B  360850A  04 
B  361151 A  01 
through 
B  361 151 A  36 
B  360581 A  01 
through 
B  360581 A  12 
B  360474  A  01 
through 
H  360474A  02 
H  360532 A  01 
through 
B  360532A  06 
B  360371 A  01 
through 
B  360361 A  06 
B  360-09A  01 
through 
B  3602 OllA  08 
B  360706 A  01 
through 
B  360706A  09 
B  300602  A  01 
through 
H  380602 A  11 
B  3600I3A  01 
through 
B  3000 13  A  04 
B  361510A  01 
through 
B  361.7 101 A  09 
B  380345  A  01 
through 
B  360345 A  06 
B  361276A  01 
through 
B  361276A  18 
H  360803  A  01 
through 
B  360803A  04 
B  361092  A  01 
through 
B  36 1092  A  10 
H  380185  A  01 
through 
B  30O185A  08 
B  380805  A  01 
through 
H  300805  A  31 
B  30009711  01 
through 
H  300097  B  02 
B  30O317A  01 
through 
B  360317  A  08 
B  300782  B  01 
through 
B  360782B  02 


Supervisor,  Bridgewater,  N.Y. 
13313. 

Supervisor,  Rural  Delive.i 
No.  2,"  ‘  ' 

13459. 


No.  2,  Sharon  Springs, 


•livery 
,  N.Y. 


Mayor,  Municipal  Bldg.,  Caze- 
novia,  N.Y.  13035. 

Supervisor,  8236  South  Main 
St.,  Cicero,  N.Y.  13039. 

Town  Supervisor,  Town  Ball, 
Cincinnatus,  N.Y.  13040.  • 

Supervisor,  1  Town  PI., 
Clarence,  N.Y.  14031. 

Supervisor,  Town  Office 
Bldg.,  Etnora,  N.Y.  12065. 

Town  Supervisor,  Bush  Rd., 
Kennedy,  N.Y.  14747. 

Supervisor,  32  While  Springs 
Rd.,  Ganeva,  N.Y.  14450. 

Supervisor,  Box  87,  Gerry, 
N.Y.  14740. 


Sept.  8,1974 
July  16, 1976 

Sept.  20, 1974 
July  16,1976 

Feb.  22,1974 
July  16,1976 
Nov.  1.1974 
July  18,1976 

Apr.  5,1974 
July  16,1976 

May  17,1974 
July  16,1976 

May  31,1974 
July  18,1976 

June  ?8. 1974 
July  16.1976 

July  26,1974 
July  10,1976 

Nev.  8,1974 
July  10.1976 


Town  Supervisor,  P.O.  Box  June  21,1974 
897,  Highland,  N.Y.  12528.  July  18, 1976 

Town  Supervisor.  00  Emerald  3ept.  10. 1976 
St,  Fillmore,  N.Y.  14735. 

Town  Supervisor,  Star  Route, 

Great  Valley,  N.Y.  14741. 

Mayor,  City  Ball,  Ithaca, 

N.Y.  11850. 

Town  Supervisor,  Town  Ball, 

Kceuc,  N.Y.  1294S, 

Town  Supervisor,  Box  212, 

La  Fayette,  N.Y.  13084. 

Mayor,  Bayville  Road,  Locust 
Valley.  N.Y.  11500. 

Supervisor,  Cemetery  Rd, 

Lee  Center,  N.Y.  13363. 

Supervisor,  Port  Leyden, N.Y. 

13433. 

Town  Supervisor,  New  Kings- 
a,  N.Y. - 


ton, 


12459. 


Supervisor,  Morristown,  N.Y. 
13766. 


Tlckory 
Rd,  Naples,  N.Y.  14512. 

upervlsor.  Rural  Deliver 
Slingerlands,  N.Y.  12159. 


Mayor,  Box  352,  St.  James, 
N.Y.  1178ft 

Supervisor,  Rural  Delivery, 
Le  FargeviUe,  N.Y.  13656. 

Supervisor,  Rural  Delivery  1, 
Box  22,  Fly  Creek,  N.Y. 
13337. 

Mayor,  14  Barber  St,  P.O. 
Box  719,  Patchogue,  N.Y. 
11772. 

Supervisor,  Town  Ball,  Pitcher, 
N.Y.  13136. 

Supervisor,  Song  Lake  Rd, 
Rural  Delivery  2,  Tully, 
N.Y.  13159. 

Supervisor,  220  Roanoke  Ave, 
Riverbead,  N.Y.  11901. 

Mayor,  City  Municipal  Bldg, 
225  Wildwood  Ave,  Sala¬ 
manca,  N.Y.  14779. 

Town  Supervisor,  Salisbury 
Center,  N.Y.  13454. 

Mayor,  1  Clark  St,  Corning, 


uyt 
N.Y'.  14830. 


Aug.  30,1974 
July  16,1976 

June  28, 1974 
July  10,1976 

Nev.  1,1974 
July  16,1976 

Aug.  2,1974 
July  16,1970 

May  17,1974 
July  16,1976 

June  28. 1974 
July  10,1970 

Aug.  10,1974 
July  10,1976 

Sept.  6,1974 
July  18,1978 

Sept.  6,1974 
July  16,1970 

Aitg.  9, 1974 
July  10,1976 

May  10,1974 
July  16,1976 

Nov.  22. 1974 
July  16,1976 

May  31, 1974 
July  16,1976 

Dee.  20,1974 
July  16,1976 

June  28, 1974 
July  16,1976 

Sept.  20, 1974 
July  10,1976 

Feb.  15,1974 
July  16,1976 

July  28,1974 
July  18,1976 

May  24,1973 
May  31,1974 
July  10,1976 
June  7,1974 
July  18,1970 

July  13,1973 
Nov.  10, 1973 
July  16,1976 
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County 

Location 

Do . 

Columbia . 

cl 

Do . 

Lewis. . 

Watson,  town  of... 

Do . 

Ontario . . 

West  Bloomfield, 
village  of. 

Do . 

Orleans _ 

Yates,  toarn  of _ 

Do . 

Westchester _ 

Yorktown,  town 
o  L 

North  Caro¬ 
lina. 

Alamance _ 

Burlington,  city 
of. 

Do . . 

Do _ 

North  Dakota. 

Oates . 

Gaston _ ... 

Grand  Forks.. 

Gates  ville,  town 
of. 

McAden  ville, 
town  of. 

Emerado,  olty  of.. 

Ohio . 

Cuyahoga _ 

Berea,  city  of. .  . . 

Do _  . 

_ do . 

Of. 

Do.... . 

Brooklyn,  city  of..  : 

Do . 

Sandusky _ 

Do _ 

of. 

Do.  .  . 

city  of. 

Monroe,  village  of. 

New  Richmond, 
village  of. 

Do _ 

Clermont. .  y. 

Pennsylvania.. 

Blair . 

Antis,  township 
of. 

Do . 

Bradford . 

Athens,  township 
of. 

Do . 

Do . 

Washington... 

Tioga . . 

Beallsville, 
borough  of 
Chatham,  town¬ 
ship  of. 

Do . 

Do . 

Mercer . 

borough  of. 

Deer  Creek,  town¬ 
ship  of. 

Do . 

Cloarficld . 

Du  Bois,  city  of _ 

Do . 

Lancaster _ 

Earl,  township  of.. 

Do . 

Butler . 

East  Butler, 
borough  of. 

Do . 

Northumber¬ 

land. 

East  Cameron, 
township  of. 

Do . 

Crawford . 

Fairfield,  town- 

Map  No. 


Local  map  repository 


Effective 
date  of 
Identi¬ 
fication 
of  areas 
which  have 
special  flood 
hazards 


Do _ Columbia _ 

Do _ York _ 

Do _ Allegheny _ 

Do _ ; _ Montgomery. 

Do..— _ Bradford _ 

Do..— _ Clinton...... 

Do..— _ Berks _ .... 


Do _ _  Northumber¬ 

land. 


ship  of. 

Fishing  Creek, 
township  of. 

Jacobus, 
borough  of. 

Kilbuck, 
township  of. 

Lansdale, 
borough  of. 

Litchfield, 
township  of. 

Logan, 
township  of. 

Longswamp, 
township  of. 

Lower  Mahanoy, 
township  of. 


H  361324A  01 
through 
H  361324A  05 
H  360377 A  01 
through 
H  360377 A  14 
H  360607 A  01 
through 
B  360607 A  08 
H  360645 A  01 
through 
H  360645A  09 
H  360037  A  01 
through 
H  360937 A  12 
H  370002A  01 
through 
H  370002A  05 
H  370104A  01. 

H  370101A  01 . 

H  360034  0L.. 

H  390097  A  01 
through 
H  390097 A  02 
H  390098A  01 
through 
11  390098A  05 
H  390100A  01 
through 
II  390100A  03 
II  390488A  01 _ 

H  390029A  01... 

U  390042  A  01 
through 
H  390O42A  05 
H  39007 1A  01 
through 
H  390071 A  02 
H  421385A  01 
through 
H  421385A  17 
H  420976A  01 
through 
H  420976A  12 
H  422129A  01... 

H  42U73A  01 
through 
H  421 173 A  21 

H  420542A  0'.... 

H  422476A  01 
through 
H  422476A  06 
H  420303  A  01 
through 
H  420303A  02 
H  421767  A  01 
through 
H  421767  A  08 
U  420215A  01 
through 
H  420215A  03 
If  421937  A  01 
through 
H  421937  A  05 
H  421567A  01 
through 
H  421567  A  02 
H  421550A  01 
through 
H  421550A  10 
H  420928A  01 
through 
H  420928A  02 
H  421073A  01 
through 
H  421073A  02 
11  420951 A  01 
through 
H  420951A  04 
H  421400A  01 
tlirough 
H  42 1400 A  05 
H  421541A  01 
through 
H  421541A  05 
H  421380A  01 
through 
H  421380A  06 
H  421941 A  01 
through 
H  421941 A  10 


Town  Clerk,  Box  247,  Crary-  Dec.  20, 1974 
vllle,  N.  Y.  12521.  July  16, 1976 

Town  Supervisor,  8tar  Route,  Nov.  1, 1974 
Lowville,  N.Y.  13367.  July  16, 1976 

Supervisor.  Box  15,  West  May  10, 1974 
Bloomfield,  N.Y.  14585.  July  16,1976 


Supervisor,  6-8  South  Main 
St.,  Lindenville,  N.Y. 
14098. 

Town  Supervisor,  Town  TTall, 
Yorktown  Heights,  N.Y. 
10598. 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Bur¬ 
lington,  N.C.  27215. 


June  28, 1974 
July  16,1976 


Sept.  20,1974 
July  16,1976 


June  2L 1974 
July  16,1976 


Mayor,  Main  St.,  OatosviUe,  Feb.  22,1974 
N  C  27938 

Mayor,  Main  Mill  Office,  Me-  June  21,1974 
Adenville,  N.C.  28101.  July  16,1976 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Emerado,  Sept.  10, 1976 
N.  Dak.  58228. 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  11  Berea  Feb.  1,1974 
Commons,  Berea,  Ohio  44017.  July  16. 1976 

Mayor,  9069  Brecksville  Rd.,  Feb.  8, 1974 
Brocksville,  Ohio  44141.  July  16, 11X76 

Mayor.  7619  Memphis  Ave.,  Mar.  22, 1974 
Brooklyn,  Ohio  44144. 

Mayor,  3117  Main  St.,  Bur-  Aug.  2,1974 
goon,  Ohio  43407.  July  16, 1976 

Mayor,  City  Bldg.,  Martins  Feb.  8,1971 
Ferry,  Ohio  43935. 

Mayor,  Municipal  Bldg.,  2  May  17,1974 
East  Elm  8t.,  Monroe,  Ohio  July  16, 1976 

Mayor,  102  Willow  St.,  New  Mar.  1,1974 
Richmond,  Ohio  45157.  July  16. 1976 
village  of 

Chairman,  Township  8ui>or-  Dec.  27,  11*74 
visors,  909  North  2d  St.,  July  16,  1976 
BeUwood,  Pa.  16617. 

Chairman,  P.O.  Box  276,  June  28,  1974 
Athens,  Pa.  18810.  July  16,1976 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  6,  Bealls-  Dec.  13,  1974 
ville.  Pa.  15313.  July  16,  1976 

Chairman,  Township  Bldg.  Nov.  22, 1974 
Middlebury,  Pa.  10935.  July  16,  1976 

Mayor,  56  Broad  St.,  Chrtstl-  June  28,  1974 
ana.  Pa.  17509.  July  16,  1976 

Chairman,  Rural  Dolivery  Jan.  10,  1975 
No.  1,  Sandy  Lake,  Pa.  July  16,  1979 
16145. 

Mayor, P.O. Box408, Du Bois,  Apr.  12,  1974 
Pa.  15801'.  July  16,  1976 


Chairman,  Rural  Dolivery 
No.  3,  New  Holland,  Pa. 
17557. 

Mayor,  Box  213,  East  Butlor, 
Pa.  16029. 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 
No.  1,  Box  62,  Shamokin, 
Pa.  17872. 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 
No.  2,  Coohranton,  Pa. 
16314. 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 
No.  1,  Orangeville,  Pa. 
17859. 

Mayor,  7  Park  St.,  Jacobus, 
Pa.  17407. 

Chairman,  190  Roosevelt  Rd., 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.  15202. 

Mayor,  West  Main  St.,  Lans¬ 
dale,  Pa.  19446. 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 
No.  2,  Athens,  Pa.  18810. 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 
No.  2,  l.oganton,  Pa.  17747. 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery 
No.  1,  Mortztown,  Pa.  19639. 


Sept.  20, 1974 
July  ie,  — 


1976 


July  26,  1974 
July  16,  1976 

Sept.  6,  1974 
July  16,  1976 

May  31,  1974 
July  16,  1976 

Nov.  1, 1974 
July  W.  1976 

July  19,1974 
July  16,1976 

Sept.  13, 1974 
July  16,1976 

June  28,1974 


Nov.  1,1974 
July  16,1976 


Sept.  13. 1974 
July  16,1976 


Nov.  1,1974 
July  16,1976 


Chairman,  Township  Bldg.,  Sept.  2Q,  1874 


Dalmatia.  Pa.  17017 


July  16,1876 
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State 

County 

Location 

Map  No. 

Effective 
date  of 
identi- 

Loeal  map  repository  llcation 

of  areas 
which  have 
si>ecial  flood 
hazards 

Do _ 

Lancaster . 

Manor,  township 
of  (including 
Washington, 
borough  of). 

H  4 20557  A  01 
through 

H  420557  A  05 

Chairman,  26  Millersville  Rd.,  May 
Lancaster,  Pa.  17603.  Mar. 

3,1974 

22,1976 

Do _ 

Northampton.  Moore,  township 
of. 

H  420983  A  01 
through 

H  420983A  11 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery  Aug. 
No.  2,  Nazareth,  Pa.  18064.  July 

2.1974 
16, 1976 

Do . 

Butler . 

.  Parker,  township 
of. 

11  421 219 A  01 
through 

H  421219A  03 

Chairman,  Township  8uper-  Sept, 
visors,  Rural  Delivery  2,  July 
Parker,  Pa.  16049. 

20.1974 
16, 1976 

Do . 

Wayne . 

Paupack,  town¬ 
ship  of. 

H  421023 A  01 
through 

H  42 1023 A  15 

Chairman,  P.O.  Box  14,  Lake-  Dee. 
ville,  Pa.  18438.  July 

13, 1974 
16, 1976 

Do . 

Lycoming . 

.  Pine,  township  of. 

11  420954  A  01 
through 

H  420954  A  Oh 

Chairman,  Township  Bldg.,  July 
Morris,  Pa.  16938.  July 

26,1974 
16, 1976 

Do . 

Berks . 

.  Reading,  city  of.  - 

il  42014.5 A  01 
through 

II  4201 45 A  04 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  8th  and  Dee. 
Washington  St.,  Reading,  July 
Pa.  19601. 

28,1973 
16, 1976 

Do . 

Blk . 

Ridgway, 
borough  of. 

H  420444A  01 
through 

11  4204 44  A  04 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  1493,  Ridg-  Mar. 
way,  Pa.  15853.  July 

30, 1973 
16. 1976 

Do . 

Lancaster . 

.  Salisbury,  town¬ 
ship  of. 

11  421783A  01 
through 

U  4217H3A  13 

Chairman,  Rural  Delivery  1,  8ept.  20,1974 
Gap,  Pa.  17527.  July  16, 1976 

Do . 

Allegheny . 

.  Shaler,  township 
of. 

11  421 101 A  01 
through 

11  421 101 A  05 

Township  Manager,  300  Wet-  May 
zel  Rd.,  Glenshaw,  Pa.  July 
15116. 

31,1974 
16, 1976 

Do _ 

- do . 

.  Springdale, 
borough  of. 

H  121282A  01 
through 

II  421282A  02 

Mayor,  914  Pittsburg  St..,  Feb. 
Springdale,  Pa.  15144.  July 

8,1974 
16, 1976 

Do  . 

Lehigh . 

.  Upper  Saueon. 
township  of. 

11  4 20594  A  0) 
through 

11  420594  A  00 

Township  Manager,  P.O.  Box  July 
278,  Center  Valley,  Pa.  July 
18034. 

26, 1974 
16, 1976 

I)o. . 

(ireene . 

Wayneslmrg, 
borough  of. 

II  420480A  01 
through 
li  420480A  02 

President,  Borough  Council,  June  28, 1974 
90  East  High  St.,  Waynes-  July  16, 1976 
burg.  Pa.  15370. 

Do 

Carbon . 

Welssport, 
boroug  of. 

D  43U256A  ol. 

Mayor,  231  \\  hite  St.  Weiss-  Jan. 
port,  J’a.  18235.  July 

16, 1974 
16. 1976 

Do . 

Luzerne . 

.  West  Hazleton, 
borough  of. 

H  421821 A  01 
through 
n  421821 A  04 

Mayor.  Borough  Bldg..  South  Nov. 
4th  St.,  West  Hazleton,  Pa. 

18201. 

1, 1974 

Do . . 

Allegheny . 

West  Mifflin, 
borough  of. 

11  420085A  01 
through 

11  420(  85  A  05 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  24,  West  Mar. 
Mifflin,  Pa.  15230.  Ju  y 

22, 1974 
16, 1976 

South  Dakota. 

Union . 

North  Sioux 

City,  city  of. 

11  4 60087 A  01 
through 

11  460087  A  02 

Mayor,  City  Hail,  North  Nov.  16, 1973 
Sioux  City,  8.  Dak.  57049.  July  16, 1976 

Tennessee . 

Sumner . 

.  Gallatin,  city  of... 

11  470186A  01 
through 

II  4701 85 A  05 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  167,  Gallatin,  Aug. 
Term.  37066.  July 

16, 1974 
16, 1976 

Do . 

Gibson...: _ 

.  Humboldt,  city  of 

11  170059  A  01 
through 

11  47006UA  02 

Mayor,  l  .’OO  Main  St..,  Hum-  May 
boldt,  Teun.  38343.  July 

3, 1974 
16, 1976 

Vermont _  . 

Washington... 

Duxbury.  loan  of. 

H  5001 10A  01 
through 

H  5001 10A  15 

•  li.iinnan,  Board  of  Selectmen,  June 
Rural  Free  Delivery  No.  2,  July 
Waterbury,  Vt.  05773. 

28, 1974 
16, 1976 

Do . 

It  ut  laud _ _ 

Wallingford, 
towu  of. 

11  500103 A  01 
through 

11  500103A  12 

Chairman,  Planning  Board,  May 
Town  Hall,  Wallingford,  July 
Vt.  05773. 

31, 1974 
16, 1976 

l)o . . 

% 

Windsor . 

Weston,  town  of... 

H  5001 57  A  01 
through 

H  500157 A  15 

Town  Selectmen,  Box  72,  Dec. 
Weston,  Vt.  OHM.  July 

20,1974 
16, 1976 

V  irgima . 

Fluvanna  and 
Albermarle. 

Seottsville, 
town  of. 

li  510007  0L 

Mayor,  Town  Hull,  Scotts-  Sept, 
ville,  Va.  24590. 

10, 1976 

Washington.... 

Pierce . 

.  Sumner,  city  of. . . 

11  530147A  01 
through 

H  530!  47 A  02 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  1101  Maple  July 
St-,  Sumner,  Wash.  98390. 

26, 1974 

West  Virginia.. 

Marion . 

.  Farmington, 
town  ol. 

11  540101 A  01... 

Mayor,  Box  67,  Farmington,  May  31,1974 
W.  Va.  26571.  July  16. 1976 

Do  . . 

Mason . . 

Leon,  city  of . 

11  540113A  01... 

Mayor,  City  Hall,  Leon,  W,  Sept. 
Va.  25X23.  July 

6, 1974 
16, 1976 

Do . 

Grant . 

Petersburg, 
town  of. 

JI  540039  A  01 
through 

H  530039A  02 

Mayor,  P.O.  Box  666.  Peters-  May 
burg,  W .  Va.  26847.  July 

7, 1974 
16, 1976 

Do  . . . 

Raleigh . 

Sophia,  town  of _ 

11  540174A  01. 

Mayor,  Box  677,  Sophia,  W.  June 
Va.  25921. 

28, 1974 

Do  . 

Nicholas . . 

Summersville, 
town  of. 

II  540148A  01 
through 

11  540I48A  02 

Mayor,  4(J0  North  Broad  St.,  June 
Summersville,  W.  Va.  26651.  July 

28, 1974 
16, 1976 

Wisconsin . 

Dane . 

Cross  Plains, 
village  of. 

11  550081 A  01... 

Village  President,  Municipal  May 
Bldg.,  Cross  Plains,  Wis.  July 
53528. 

24, 1974 
16, 1976 

Do . 

Manitowoc. ... 

Manitowoc,  city 
of. 

II  550240 A  01 
through 

H  S50240A  06 

Mayor,  817  Franklin  St.,  June 
Manitowoc,  Wis.  54220.  July 

7, 1974 
16, 1976 

Do . 

Kenosha . 

Twin  Lakes, 
village  of. 

11  550211 A  01 
through 

H  650211 A  03 

V  illage  President,  138  Richter  June 
Ct.,  Twin  Lakes,  Wis.  53181.  July 

7, 1974 
16, 1976 

„  (National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  Jan.  28,  1969  (  33  FR  17804,  Nov.  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs.  408-410, 
Pub.  L.  91-162,  Dec.  24,  1969),  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4127);  and  Secretary's  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  to  Federal  Insurance  Administrator,  34  FR  2680,  Feb.  27. 1969.) 

Issued:  July  7, 1976. 

J.  Robert  Hunter, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

1FR  Doc.76-20256  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 
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Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  II — FOOD  AND  NUTRITION 

SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICUL¬ 
TURE 

SUBCHAPTER  B — GENERAL  REGULATIONS  AND 
POLICIES — FOOD  DISTRIBUTION 

PART  250— DONATION  OF  FOODS  FOR 

USE  IN  UNITED  STATES,  ITS  TERRI¬ 
TORIES  AND  POSSESSIONS  AND  AREAS 

UNDER  JURISDICTION 

Availability  of  Donated  Foods  for  Child 

Nutrition  Programs;  Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  76-17701  appearing  at  page 
24694  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Friday, 
June  18,  1976,  the  following  changes 
should  be  made: 

1.  In  S  250.3  on  page  24695,  the  last 
sentence  of  paragraph  (g)  and  para¬ 
graphs  (j)  and  (x)  are  corrected  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  250.3  Definitions. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(g)  “Charitable  institutions”  •  •  • 
For  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  tax- 
exempt  shall  mean  exempt  from  income 
tax  under  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  as 
amended,  and  a  charitable  Institution 
shall  be  considered  “noneducationaf’ 
even  though  educational  courses  are 
given,  where  such  courses  are  an  incident 
to  the  primary  purpose  of  the  charitable 
Institution. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(j)  “Recipient  agencies"  means  disas¬ 
ter  organizations,  charitable  institutions, 
nonprofit  summer  camps  for  children, 
schools,  service  institutions,  welfare 
agencies,  nutrition  programs  for  the 
elderly,  and  nonresidential  child  care  in¬ 
stitutions,  receiving  foods  for  their  own 
use  or  for  distribution  to  eligible 
recipients. 

*  •  #  *  * 

(x)  “Child  care  center”  means  any  li¬ 
censed,  nonschool,  public  or  private  non¬ 
profit  organization  providing  day  care 
services  where  children  are  not  main¬ 
tained  in  permanent  residence,  includ¬ 
ing  but  not  limited  to.  day  care  centers, 
settlement  houses,  recreation  centers. 
Head  Start  centers,  and  organizations 
providing  day  care  services  for  handi¬ 
capped  children. 

*  *  *  •  •  — 

2.  In  S  250.4  on  page  24696,  paragraph 
(b)  (3)  is  corrected  to  read  as  follows: 

§  250.4  Availability  of  commodities. 

0  0  0  0  0 

(b)  Quantities.  •  •  • 

(3)  For  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1976,  for  the  period  beginning  July  1, 
1976  and  ending  September  30,  1976,  and 
for  each  subsequent  fiscal  year,  the  na¬ 
tional  average  value  of  commodities  to  be 
made  available  to  States  for  distribution 
to  nonresidential  child  care  institutions, 
or  cash  payments  in  lieu  thereof,  shall 
not  be  less  than  10  cents  for  each  lunch 
and  supper,  adjusted  on  an  annual  basis 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (b)  (5)  of  this 
section. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Dated:  July  11, 1976. 

Richard  L.  Feltner. 
Assistant  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.76-20487  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


PART  251— FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE  FOR 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  FEDERALLY  DO¬ 
NATED  COMMODITIES 

Revocation  of  Part 

The  program  of  financial  assistance 
governed  by  Part  251  was  augmented  and 
eventually  replaced  by  payments  of  op¬ 
erating  expense  funds  under  §  250.15  of 
this  chapter  to  assist  distributing  agen¬ 
cies  in  administering  food  distribution 
programs  for  needy  persons  in  house¬ 
holds.  The  financial  assistance  program 
was  terminated  during  the  fiscal  year 
1973,  but,  because  §  251.9  requires  reten¬ 
tion  of  program  records  for  three  years 
after  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  to  which 
they  pertain,  the  regulations  have  re¬ 
mained  in  effect.  With  expiration  of  the 
three-year  period.  Part  251  of  Chapter 
n  of  Title  7  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  revoked,  effective  July  1, 
1976. 

Dated:  July  11,  1976. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76  20488  Filed  7-15-76:8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Lemon  Regulation  48] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the  week¬ 
ly  regulation  period  July  18-24,  1976.  It 
is  issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended,  and  Marketing  Order  No.  910. 
The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed  was  ar¬ 
rived  at  after  consideration  of  the  total 
available  supply  of  lemons,  the  quantity 
of  lemons  currently  available  for  mar¬ 
ket,  the  fresh  market  demand  for  lem¬ 
ons,  lemon  prices,  and  the  relationship 
of  season  average  returns' to  the  parity 
price  for  lemons. 

§  910.348  Lemon  regulation  48. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910)  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Committee, 


established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  here¬ 
by  found  that  the  limitation  of  handling 
of  such  lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  poli¬ 
cy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be 
marketed  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing  sit¬ 
uation  confronting  the  lemon  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable 
to  be  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from 
consideration  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  lemons  continues 
good  this  week.  Average  f.o.b.  price  was 
$6.2t  per  carton  the  week  ended  July  10, 
1976,  compared  to  $6.19  per  carton  the 
previous  week.  Track  and  rolling  supplies 
at  214  cars  were  up  34  cars  from  last 
week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted 
by  the  committee,  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
quantity  of  lemons  which  may  be  han¬ 
dled  should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regu¬ 
lation  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time:  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter 
set  foi£h.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  lemons 
and  the  need  for  regulation;  interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  regulation,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  regulation  effective  during 
the  period  herein  specified:  and  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  regulation  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
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hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  July  13,  1976. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period 
July  18,  1976  through  July  24,  1976,  is 
hereby  fixed  at  295,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
and  “carton(s)”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.8.C. 
601-674.) 

Dated:  July  14, 1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-20861  Piled  7-16-76;! ; 20  pm] 


[Lime  Reg.  7] 

PART  911— LIMES  GROWN  IN  FLORIDA 
Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Florida  limes  that  may  be  shipped  to 
fresh  market  during  the  weekly  regula¬ 
tion  period  July  18-24,  1976.  It  is  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  to  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended,  and  Marketing  Order  No.  911. 
The  quantity  of  limes  so  fixed  was  ar¬ 
rived  at  after  consideration  of  the  total 
available  supply  of  Florida  limes,  the 
quantity  currently  available  for  market, 
lime  prices,  and  the  relationship  of  sea¬ 
son  average  returns  to  the  parity  price 
for  Florida  limes. 

§  911.307  lime  Regulation  7. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  911,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
911;  37  FR  10497),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  limes  grown  in  Florida,  effective 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674), 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 


tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Florida  Lime  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  limes,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  Hie  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  quantity  of  limes  that  may  be 
marketed  during  the  ensuing  week  stems 
from  the  production  and  marketing 
situation  confronting  the  Florida  lime 
industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  limes  which  it  deems  advis¬ 
able  to  be  handled  during  the  succeed¬ 
ing  week.  Such  recommendation  results 
from  consideration  of  the  factors 
enumerated  in  the  order.  The  committee 
further  reports  the  fresh  market  demand 
for  limes  is  weaker  this  week  with  a  de¬ 
clining  f.o.b.  price  level.  Fresh  shipments 
for  the  weeks  ended  July  10,  1976,  and 
July  3,  1976,  were  31,843  bushels  and  21,- 
539  bushels,  respectively. 

<ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  committee,  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
quantity  of  limes  which  may  be  handled 
should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regula¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 


good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giv¬ 
ing  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply 
and  market  conditions  for  Florida  limes, 
and  the  need  for  regulation;  interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity 
to  submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  regulation,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
limes ;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act,  to 
make  this  regulation  effective  during  the 
period  herein  specified;  and  compliance 
with  this  regulation  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  July  13, 1976. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  limes 
grown  in  Florida  which  may  be  handled 
during  the  period  July  18,  1976,  through 
July  24,  1976,  is  hereby  fixed  at  35,000 
bushels. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled  ’ 
and  “limes”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  "bushel” 
means  55  pounds  of  limes. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U  S  C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  14, 1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Acting  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-20862  Filed  7-16-76;  1 : 20  pm] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 


(Docket  No  6D  I20I 

1 22  CFR  Part  64  ] 

PARTICIPATION  BY  FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 
IN  CULTURAL  EXCHANGE  PROGRAMS 
OF  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENTS 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  De¬ 
partment  of  State  proposes  to  add  a  new 
Part  64  to  Chapter  I  of  Title  22  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  promul¬ 
gate  regulations  to  facilitate  the  partici¬ 
pation  by  Federal  employees  in  cultural 
exchange  programs  of  foreign  govern¬ 
ments  as  authorized  under  section  108A 
of  the  Xlntunl  fi^nnaf-lnnal  and  Cultural 
Exchange  Act  of  1961.  as  amended  by 
Pub.  L.  94-350  (90  Stat.  823). 

This  Part  sets  forth  procedures  for  the 
application  for  approval  of  a  cultural 
exchange  program  of  a  foreign  govern¬ 
ment  ao  that  Federal  employees  may  par¬ 
ticipate  in  such  programs. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  on  the 
proposed  rule  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Educational  and  Cultural  Affairs,  De¬ 
partment  of  State.  Washington.  D.C. 
20520,  on  or  before  August  16,  1976. 

The  proposed  new  Part  64  will  read  as 
set  forth  below. 

PART  64 — PARTICIPATION  BY  FEDERAL 
EMPLOYEES  IN  CULTURAL  EXCHANGE 
PROGRAMS  OF  FOREIGN  GOVERN¬ 
MENTS 

See.  , 

64.1  Purpose. 

642  Definitions. 

64.3  Submission  of  application. 

64.4  Criteria  for  approval  of  program. 

64.5  Contents  of  application. 

64.6  Bequest  for  further  Information. 

64.7  Approval  of  application. 

64.8  Obligation  of  employee  to  advise 

agency. 

64.9  Termination  of  approval. 

64.10  Grant  not  to  constitute  a  gift. 

Authority  :  Sec.  108A  (Pub.  L.  94-350,  90 
Stat.  823)  added  to  the  Mutual  Educational 
and  Cultural  Exchange  Act,  as  amended,  76 
Stat.  527-638,  22  UB.C.  2451.  et  seq.;  and 
under  Executive  Order  11034,  as  amended, 
and  State  Department  Delegation  of  Au¬ 
thority  No.  104.  as  amended. 

§  64.1  Purpose. 

This  part  sets  forth  the  procedures  for 
the  application  for  approval  of  a  cul¬ 
tural  exchange  program  of  a  foreign  gov¬ 
ernment,  so  that  Federal  employees  may 
participate  In  such  program;  the  grant 
and  termination  of  such  approval;  and 
related  procedures. 

§  64.2  Definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  part: 

(a)  “Federal  employee”  means :  (1)  An 
employee  as  defined  by  section  2105  of 


Title  5,  United  States  Code;  C2)  an  in¬ 
dividual  employed  by,  or  occupying  an 
office  or  position  in,  the  government  of  a 
territory  or  possession  of  the  United 
States  or  the  District  of  Columbia;  (3)  a 
member  of  a  uniformed  service;  (4)  the 
President  and  Vice  President;  and  (5)  a 
member  of  the  Senate  or  the  House  of 
Representatives,  a  Delegate  from  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  In  Congress,  and  the 
Resident  Commissioner  from  Puerto  Rico 
in  Congress. 

(b)  A  “foreign  government”  means  a 
foreign  government  and  an  official  agent 
or  representative  thereof ;  a  group  of  gov¬ 
ernments  and  an  official  agent  or  repre¬ 
sentative  thereof;  an  International  or¬ 
ganization  composed  of  governments^  and 
an  official  agent  or  representative  thereof. 

(c)  A  program  of  the  “type  described 
In  section  102(a)  (2)  (i)  of  the  Act” 
means  a  cultural  exchange  program  in¬ 
volving  “visits  and  interchanges  between 
the  United  States  and  other  countries  of 
leaders,  experts  in  fields  of  specialized 
knowledge  or  skill,  and  other  Influential 
or  distinguished  persons.” 

(d)  The  “purpose  stated  in  section  101 
of  the  United  States  to  increase  mutual 
understanding  between  the  people  of  the 
United  States  and  the  people  of  other 
countries  by  means  of  educational  and 
cultural  exchange;  to  strengthen  the  ties 
which  unite  us  with  other  nations  by 
demonstrating  the  educational  and  cul¬ 
tural  interests,  developments,  and 
achievements  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  and  other  nations,  and  the  con¬ 
tributions  being  made  toward  a  peaceful 
and  more  fruitful  life  for  people  through¬ 
out  the  world;  to  promote  international 
cooperation  for  educational  and  cultural 
advancement;  and  thus  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  friendly,  sympathetic, 
and  peaceful  relations  between  the  United 
States  and  the  other  countries  of  the 
world.” 

(e)  “Assistant  Secretary"  means  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Educational  and 
Cultural  Affairs,  Department  of  State. 

(f)  “Department”  means  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  State. 

(g)  “Act”  means  the  Mutual  Educa¬ 
tional  and  Cultural  Exchange  Act  of  1961, 
as  amended  (22  U.S.C.  2451  et  seq.). 

(h)  “Member  of  the  family  or  house¬ 
hold”  of  a  Federal  employee  means  a 
relative  of  the  employee  by  blood,  mar¬ 
riage  or  adoption  or  any  person  who  is  a 
resident  of  the  household  of  the  employee. 
§  64.3  Submission  of  application. 

A  foreign  government  intending  to 
provide  grants  or  other  assistance  to  fa¬ 
cilitate  the  participation  of  Federal  em¬ 
ployees  in  a  program  of  cultural  ex¬ 
change  shall  submit  to  the  Department 
an  application  for  approval  of  the  pro¬ 


gram  through  its  Embassy.  Mission,  or 
office  at  Washington,  D.C.  If  there  is  no 
Embassy,  Mission,  or  office  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  of  the  foreign  government  the 
application  may  be  submitted  by  the 
home  office  or  headquarters  of  the  for¬ 
eign  government.  The  application  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Assistant  Secretary. 

§  64.4  Criteria  for  approval  of  program. 

To  obtain  approval  of  its  program  of 
cultural  exchanges  a  foreign  government 
is  required  to  show  that; 

(a)  The  cultural  exchange  program  Is 
of  the  type  described  In  section  102(a) 
(2)  (1)  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  cultural  exchange  program  is 
conducted  for  a  purpose  comparable  to 
the  purpose  stated  in  section  101  of  the 
Act;  and 

(c>  A  grant  under  such  program  will 
not  provide  assistance  with  respect  to 
any  expenses  incurred  by  or  for  any 
member  of  the  family  or  household  of 
such  Federal  employee. 

§  64.5  Contents  of  application. 

The  foreign  government  shall  provide 
information  in  the  application  showing 
that  its  program  meets  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  S  64.4,  and  shall  include  In  such 
application  the  following : 

(a)  Name  and  description  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  and  the  provisions  of  legislation  or 
regulation  authorizing  the  program; 

(b)  Number  of  annual  United  States 
citizen  participants  expected,  including 
the  number  of  United  States  Federal  em¬ 
ployees; 

fc)  Average  duration  of  stay  abroad; 

<d)  Agency  of  the  foreign  government 
responsible  for  the  program; 

(e)  Name  and  address  of  contact  in 
the  United  States  with  whom  com¬ 
munication  may  be  made  with  respect  to 
the  program;  in  the  absence  of  such  a 
contact  in  the  United  States,  the  name 
and  address  of  a  contact  In  the  home 
office  or  headquarters  of  the  foreign 
government. 

§  04.6  Request  for  further  information. 

The  Department  may  request  the  for¬ 
eign  government  to  supply  additional 
information. 

§  64.7  Approval  of  application. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  shall  review 
the  application  and  if  satisfied  that  the 
criteria  of  $  64.4  are  met  shall  Inform 
the  foreign  government  of  the  approval 
of  Its  program. 

§  64.8  Obligation  of  employee  to  advise 
agency. _ 

Any  Federal  employee  receiving  any 
offer  of  a  grant  or  other  assistance  under 
a  cultural  exchange  program  approved 
by  the  Assistant  Secretary  shall  advise 
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the  employee's  agency  of  such  offer  and 
shall  not  accept  such  offer  unless  the 
employee's  agency  states  that  it  has  no 
objection  to  such  acceptance.  In  the  case 
of  the  Department,  an  employee  shall 
advise  the  Assistant  Secretary  who  shall, 
after  consultation  with  appropriate  of¬ 
ficials  of  the  Department,  furnish  the  no 
objection  statement. 

§  64.9  Termination  of  approval. 

If  at  any  time  it  appears  to  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  that  the  purpose  of  a  pro¬ 
gram  which  has  been  approved  has  been 
changed  so  that  it  no  longer  meets  the 
criteria  of  §  64.4  or  that  the  program  is 
being  misused,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
may  terminate  such  approval,  or  suspend 
such  approval  pending  the  supplying  of 
additional  information.  However,  a 
termination  or  suspension  shall  not  af¬ 
fect  a  grant  which  has  been  made  under 
a  previously  approved  program. 

§  64.10  Grant  not  to  constitute  a  gift. 

A  grant  made  under  an  approved  pro¬ 
gram  shall  not  constitute  a  gift  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  22  CFR  10.735-203  and  section 
7342  of  Title  5.  United  States  Code. 

For  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Dated:  July  12, 1976. 

William  K.  Hitchcock, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of 
State •  for  Educational  and 
Cultural  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc .76  20594  Filed  7-15-76; 8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
[26  CFR  Parti] 

INCOME  TAXES 

Disclosure  Statements,  Regarding  Individ¬ 
ual  Retirement  Accounts,  Annuities  and 
Endowment  Contracts;  Public  Hearing 
on  Proposed  Regulations 

Proposed  regulations  under  section  408 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  re¬ 
lating  to  disclosure  statements  regarding 
individual  retirement  accounts,  annui¬ 
ties  and  endowment  contracts,  appeared 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  April  6,  1976 
,  (41  PH.  14522). 

A  public  hearing  on  the  provisions  of 
such  proposed  regulations  will  be  held  on 
August  12,  1976,  beginning  at  1  pm.  in 
the  George  S.  Boutwell  Auditorium,  Sev¬ 
enth  Floor,  7400  Corridor,  Internal  Reve¬ 
nue  Building,  1111  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20224. 

The  rules  of  §  601.601(a)  (3)  of  the 
Statement  of  Procedural  Rules"  (26 
CFR  Part  601)  shall  apply  with  respect 
to  such  public  hearing.  Copies  of  these 
rules  may  be  obtained  by  a  request  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue.  Attention:  CC:LR:T,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20224,  or  by  telephoning 
(Washington,  DC.)  202-964-3935.  Under 
such  S  601.601(a)  (3)  persons  who  have 
submitted  written  comments  or  sugges¬ 
tions  within  the  time  prescribed  in  the 
notloe  of  proposed  rule  making,  and  who 
desire  to  present  oral  comments  at  the 


hearing  on  such  proposed  regulations, 
should  submit  an  outline  of  the  comments 
to  be  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
time  they  wish  to  devote  to  each  subject 
by  July  30, 1976.  Such  outlines  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue,  Attention:  OC:LR:T. 
Washington,  D.C.  20224.  Under  g  601.601 

(a)(3)  (26  CFR  Part  601)  each  speaker 
will  be  limited  to  10  minutes  for  an  oral 
presentation  exclusive  of  time  consumed 
by  questions  from  the  panel  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  answers  thereto. 

Persons  who  desire  a  copy  of  such  writ¬ 
ten  comments  or  suggestions  or  outlines 
and  who  desire  to  be  assured  of  their 
availability  on  or  before  the  beginning 
of  such  hearing  should  notify  the  Com¬ 
missioner.  in  writing,  at  the  above  ad¬ 
dress  by  August  6,  1976.  In  such  a  case, 
unless  time  and  circumstances  permit 
otherwise,  the  desired  copies  are  deliver¬ 
able  only  at  the  above  address.  The 
charge  for  copies  is  ten  cents  ($.10)  per 
page. 

An  agenda  showing  the  scheduling  of 
the  speakers  will  be  made  after  outlines 
are  received  from  the  speakers.  Copies  of 
this  agenda  wrill  be  available  free  of 
charge  at  the  hearing,  and  information 
with  respect  to  its  contents  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  on  August  11,  1976,  by  telephon¬ 
ing  ( Washington,  D.C.)  202-964-3935. 

James  F.  Dring, 
Director,  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Division. 

|FR  Doc.76-20696  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  amf 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7  CFR  Part 947] 

IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN  IN  MODOC  AND 

SISKIYOU  COUNTIES.  CALIFORNIA  AND 

IN  ALL  COUNTIES  IN  OREGON,  EXCEPT 

MALHEUR  COUNTY 

Proposed  Expenses,  Rate  of  Assessment 
and  Late  Payment  Charges 

Consideration  is  being  given  to  author¬ 
izing  the  Oregon-California  Potato  Com¬ 
mittee  to  spend  $32,375  for  its  operations 
during  the  fiscal  period  ending  June  30. 
1977,  and  to  collect  three-tenths  cent 
per  hundredweight  on  assessable  pota¬ 
toes  handled  by  first  handlers  under  the 
program. 

The  committee  is  the  administrative 
agency  established  under  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  114  and  Order  No.  947, 
both  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  947) ,  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes 
grown  in  Modoc  and  Siskiyou  Counties, 
California  and  in  all  counties  in  Oregon, 
except  Malheur  County.  This  program 
is  effective  under  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) . 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  in  con¬ 
nection  with  these  proposals  shall  file  the 
same,  In  duplicate,  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  Room  112-A,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976.  All  written  com¬ 
ments  will  be  made  available  for  public 


Inspection  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CFR  1.27(b) ) . 

The  proposals  are  as  follows; 

§  947.229  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  during  the  fiscal 
period  ending  June  30,  1977,  by  the  Ore¬ 
gon-California  Potato  Committee  for  its 
maintenance  and  functioning,  and  for 
such  purposes  as  the  Secretary  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  appropriate,  will  amount  to 
$32,375. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  accordance  with  this 
part  shall  be  $0,003  per  hundredweight 
or  equivalent  quantity  of  assessable  pota¬ 
toes  handled  by  him  as  the  first  handler 
during  the  fiscal  period  except  seed  po¬ 
tatoes  and  potatoes  for 'canning,  freez¬ 
ing  and  “other  processing”  as  defined  in 
the  amendment  to  the  act  (P.L.  91-196) 
shall  be  exempt. 

(c)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  947.41,  late  pay  ment  charges  per 
month  of  $1.00  or  one  percent,  which¬ 
ever  is  greater,  shall  be  charged  on  the 
unpaid  balance  for  each  past-due  ac¬ 
count.  An  account  Is  past  due  60  days 
after  the  billing  date. 

(d)  Unexpended  income  in  excess  of 
expenses  for  the  fiscal  period  ending 
June  30.  1977,  may  be  carried  over  as  a 
reserve  to  the  extent  authorized  in 
5  947.41. 

(e)  Terms  used  in  this  section  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  said 
marketing  agreement  and  this  part. 

Dated:  July  12,  1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 

Acting  Director,  Fruit  nd  Veg-  f 
etdble  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(FP.  Doc .76 -20603  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  aui|  j 


[7  CFR  Part  982] 

FILBERTS  GROWN  IN  OREGON  AND  J 
WASHINGTON 

Identification  of  Certified  Merchantable 
Filberts 

Notice  is  given  of  a  proposal  to  permit 
an  alternative  means  of  identifying  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts  which  have  been,  in¬ 
spected  and  certified.  This  action  is  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  982,  as  amended 
(7  CFR  Part  982;  40  FR  53226,  55829). 
hereinafter  referred  to  collectively  as  the 
“order”.  The  order  regulates  the  han¬ 
dling  of  filberts  grown  in  Oregon  and 
Washington  and  is  effective  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  UB.C.  601-674). 

Section  982.46(a)  of  the  order  requires 
each  handler,  at  his  own  expense,  to 
cause  filberts  to  be  inspected  and  certi¬ 
fied  by  the  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service  as  meeting  the  then  effective 
grade  and  size  regulations  before  or  upon 
handling  such  filberts,  or  before  they 
may  be  credited  in  satisfaction  of  a  re¬ 
stricted  obligation.  Section  982.46(b)  re¬ 
quires  all  filberts  so  inspected  and  certl  - , 
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fled  to  be  identified  by  seals,  stamps,  tags 
or  other  identification  prescribed  by  the 
Filbert  Control  Board.  Identification  of 
certified  merchantable  filberts  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  the  Board  to  administer 
the  order,  including  the  Identification  of 
certified  merchantable  filberts  which  are 
to  be  sold  in  normal  market  channels  as 
inshell  filberts,  as  well  as  certified  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts  withheld  as  restricted 
filberts. 

This  proposal  would  provide  an  alter¬ 
native  means  of  identifying  certified 
merchantable  filberts  which  are  to  be 
handled  as  inshell  filberts,  commonly 
referred  to  in  the  industry  as  “free  fil¬ 
berts”  and  restricted  filberts.  Currently, 
the  identification  prescribed  for  certified 
merchantable  filberts  is  limited  to  seals, 
tags  and  stamps  and  is  set  forth  in 
5  982.446  of  Subpart — Administrative 
Rules  and  Regulations  (7  CFR  982.432 — 
982.471).  The  Filbert  Control  Board 
unanimously  recommended  that  §  982.- 
446  be  amended  by  adding  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (c)  which  would  prescribe  the 
alternative  identification. 

The  alternative  identification  would 
consist  of  an  outline  of  the  combined 
states  of  Oregon  and  Washington  with 
the  words  “This  Product  Inspected  and 
Certified  Per  Federal  Marketing  Ortler 
No.  982”  appearing  within  that  outline. 
The  identification  would  be  imprinted 
directly  on  the  bags  and  cartons  in  which 
ffee  or  restricted  filberts  are  packed.  It 
would  appear  on  the  upper  right  quarter 
of  the  printed  side  of  bags  (25  pounds, 
or  more,  capacity)  and  on  the  upper 
right  quarter  on  one  of  the  side  panels 
of  cartons.  In  order  to  enable  the  Board 
to  exercise  control  against  unauthorized 
use  of  this  alternative  means  of  identi¬ 
fication,  handlers  would  need  to  apply  to 
the  Board  and  receive  its  approval  be¬ 
fore  using  this  identification. 

It  is  also  proposed  that  a  new  para¬ 
graph  (d)  be  added  to  5  982.446  defining 
the  term  “free  filberts”  to  mean  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts  which  have  been  in¬ 
spected  and  certified,  and  will  be  han¬ 
dled.  The  term  appears  in  proposed  para¬ 
graph  (c),  but  currently  is  not  defined 
in  the  order  or  the  administrative  rules 
and  regulations.  The  term  “restricted  fil¬ 
berts”  is  already  defined  in  8  982.14  and 
means  inshell  filberts  withheld  in  satis¬ 
faction  of  a  restricted  obligation. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  per¬ 
taining  to  the  proposal  which  are  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Room  112,  Ad¬ 
ministration  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250,  not  later  than  July  30,  1976.  All 
written  submissions  made  pursuant  to 
this  notice  should  be  in  quadruplicate 
and  will  be  made  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  official  hours  of  business  (7 
CFR  1.27  <b) ) . 

The  proposal  is  to  amend  §  982.446  by 
adding  new  paragraphs  (c)  and  (d)  as 
follows : 

§  982.446  Inspection  documentation. 

•  •  •  •  • 


(c)  In  lieu  of  the  identification  re¬ 
quirements  prescribed  in  paragraph  4b) 
of  this  section  for  free  and  restricted  fil¬ 
berts,  any  handler  may,  upon  application 
to  and  approval  by  the  Board,  use  the 
following  identification  on  bags  (25 
pounds  or  larger,  capacity)  and  cartons: 

( 1 )  The  words  “This  Product  Inspected 
and  Certified  Per  Federal  Marketing  Or¬ 
der  No.  982”  shall  be  contained  within 
an  outline  of  the  combined  states  of  Ore¬ 
gon  and  Washington;  and 

(2)  This  identification  shall  be  printed 
on  the  upper  right  quarter  of  the  printed 
side  of  a  bag;  or 

(3)  This  identification  shall  be  printed 
on  the  upper  right'quarter  of  one  of  the 
side  panels  of  a  carton. 

(d)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  term 
“free  filberts”  means  merchantable  fil¬ 
berts  which  have  been  inspected  and  cer¬ 
tified  and  will  be  handled. 

Dated:  July  12, 1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 

Acting  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[FR  Doc  76-20604  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


[  7  CFR  Part  1033  ] 

MILK  IN  THE  OHIO  VALLEY 
MARKETING  AREA 

Termination  of  Proceeding  on  Proposed 

Suspension  of  Certain  Provisions  of  the 

Order 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C1  601  et  seq.),  of  termination  of 
proceeding  on  proposed  suspension  of 
certain  provisions  of  the  order  regulating 
the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Ohio  Valley 
marketing  area.  The  notice  of  proposed 
suspension  was  issued  June  22,  1976  (41 
FR  26578).  Interested  parties  were  in¬ 
vited  to  submit  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  with  the  Hearing  Clerk  not 
later  than  July  6, 1976. 

The  provisions  that  were  proposed  to 
be  suspended  for  July  1976  are  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

In  §  1033.56  that  part  of  paragraph  (a> 
which  reads: 

Unless  the  following  conditions  are  met: 

(1)  The  plant  Is  qualified  as  a  pool  plant 
pursuant  to  i  1033.12  during  the  current 
month  and  the  preceding  month;  and 

(2)  A  greater  volume  of  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts,  except  filled  milk.  Is  disposed  of  from 
such  plant  as  route  disposition  In  the  Ohio 
Valley  marketing  area  and  to  pool  plants 
qualified  on  the  basis  of  route  disposition  In 
the  Ohio  Valley  marketing  area  than  Is  dis¬ 
posed  of  from  such  plant  as  route  disposition 
in  the  marketing  area  regulated  pursuant  to 
the  other  order  and  to  plants  qualified  as 
fully  regulated  plants  under  such  other 
order  on  the  basis  of  route  disposition  In  Its 
marketing  area. 

Statement  of  Consideration 

The  proposed  suspension  would  have 
made  inoperative  for  July  1976  the  pro¬ 
visions  which  would  require  the  pooling 
under  the  Ohio  Valley  order  of  a  plant 
that  also  met  the  pooling  requirements 
of  another  order  if  such  plant  had  Its 


greater  route  disposition  in  the  Ohio 
Valley  marketing  area  in  both  the  cur¬ 
rent  month  and  immediately  preceding 
month. 

The  request  for  suspension  was  made 
by  a  major  handler  under  the  Indiana 
order.  The  handler’s  Indianapolis  plant, 
which  has  been  continuously  pooled 
under  the  Indiana  order,  serves  stores 
in  a  number  of  different  marketing 
areas.  The  suspension  would  result  in  the 
plant  being  pooled  under  the  Indiana 
order  for  July  even  though  its  sales  in 
the  Ohio  Valley  marketing  area  were 
greater  than  in  the  Indiana  marketing 
area  for  the  months  of  June  and  July. 

In  a  number  of  recent  months  the 
Class  I  distribution  from  the  Indianapolis 
plant  in  the  Ohio  Valley  marketing  area 
has  been  greater  than  in  the  Indiana 
marketing  area.  In  at  least  one  recent 
month,  April  1976,  the  plant  would  have 
been  pooled  under  the  Ohio  Valley  order 
on  the  basis  of  its  greater  sales  (in 
March  and  April)  in  the  Ohio  Valley 
marketing  area  than  in  the  Indiana 
marketing  area.  However,  it  remained 
pooled  under  the  Indiana  order  for  April 
as  a  result  of  a  suspension  action,  liiat 
suspension  action,  which  was  requested 
by  cooperatives  representing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  majority  of  producers  under  the 
Indiana  order,  was  granted  primarily  on 
the  basis  that  the  handler’s  greater  sales 
in  the  Ohio  Valley  marketing  area  in  two 
successive  months  was  due  to  unusual 
circumstances  and  the  handler’s  future 
sales  from  the  Indianapolis  plant  pro¬ 
spectively  would  result  in  the  plant’s 
continued  regulation  under  the  Indiana 
order. 

The  operator  of  the  Indianapolis  plant 
contends  that  the  suspension  for  July  is 
needed  to  allow  him  more  time  to 
evaluate  the  various  options  to  effect 
changes  in  the  operation  of  the  Indian¬ 
apolis  plant  to  insure  that  it  will  be 
pooled  under  the  Indiana,  order.  The 
handler  also  cited,  as  a  basis  for  his  re¬ 
quest,  his  concern  of  the  impact  on  pro¬ 
ducers  under  the  Indiana  and  Ohio  Val¬ 
ley  orders  that  would  result  if  a  suspen¬ 
sion  were  not  granted. 

Both  the  Ohio  Valley  and  Indiana 
orders  contain  "Louisville  plan”  pro¬ 
visions  with  July  being  the  last  month 
for  withholding  producer  money  from 
the  pool.  Absent  the  suspension  and  as¬ 
suming  the  plant  continues  to  have 
greater  sales  in  the  Ohio  Valley  market, 
the  money  withheld  from  producers  reg¬ 
ularly  supplying  the  plant  in  Indianap¬ 
olis  would  be  Included  in  the  set-aside 
under  the  Ohio  Valley  order.  The  han¬ 
dler  contends  that  this  would  result  in 
unduly  depressing  the  pay-out  under  the 
Indiana  order  in  the  fall  months  if  the 
plant  was  thereafter  pooled  under  the 
Indiana  order. 

The  request  for  suspension  was  sup¬ 
ported  by  cooperatives  representing  a 
substantial  majority  of  producers  under 
the  Indiana  and  Ohio  Valley  orders  and 
by  the  major  proprietary  handlers  under 
the  Indiana  order. 

A  handler  who  has  substantial  dis¬ 
tribution  in  the  Ohio  Valley  marketing 
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area  from  two  fully  regulated  plants 
under  the  Ohio  Valley  order  filed  objec¬ 
tions  to  the  proposed  suspension.  He 
stated  that  the  expanding  sales  In  the 
Ohio  Valley  marketing  area  from  the 
Indianapolis  plant  reflects  that  plant’s 
current  greater  association  with  that 
market  than  with  the  Indiana  market. 
In  that  circumstance,  he  argues,  the 
Indianapolis  plant  should  be  pooled 
under  the  Ohio  Valley  order.  He  referred 
to  the  fact  that  the  handler  operating 
the  Indianapolis  plant  also  operates  a 
plant  in  the  Ohio  Valley  marketing  area 
that  is  fully  regulated  under  the  Ohio 
Valley  order.  He  suggested  that  If  it  is 
the  Intent  of  that  handler  to  keep  the 
Indianapolis  plant  regulated  under  the 
Indiana  order,  this  could  be  done  by  ad¬ 
justments  in  the  distribution  from  that 
handler’s  Indianapolis  plant  and  his 
plant  under  the  Ohio  Valley  order. 

TTie  handler  objecting  to  the  suspen¬ 
sion  referred  to  statements  at  a  public 
hearing  (on  May  4,  1976,  in  Columbus, 
Ohio,  on  proposals  to  amend  the  Ohio 
Valley  order)  by  a  spokesman  for  the 
Indianapolis  plant  operator  to  the  effect 
that  the  necessary  adjustments  would  be 
made  to  keep  that  plant  pooled  under  the 
Indiana  order.  The  objector  stated  that 
if  it  Is  the  Intent  of  the  Indiana  plant  to 
remain  pooled  under  the  Indiana  order 
for  July,  this  can  be  achieved  without 
the  requested  suspension,  particularly 
since  adequate  time  remains  in  July  to 
make  the  necessary  adjustments  in  dis¬ 
tribution  from  that  plant. 

The  handler  opposing  the  suspension 
stated  that  the  loss  of  Class  I  sales  to 
the  Ohio  Valley  order  by  granting  a  sus¬ 
pension  would  result  in  a  greater  mone¬ 
tary  loss  to  Ohio  Valley  producers  than 
any  loss  that  would  result  from  the  Lou¬ 
isville  plan  take-out  for  July,  even  if  the 
plant  were  regulated  under  the  Indiana 
order  in  the  1976  fall  pay-back  months. 
He  pointed  out  that  allowing  the  plant 
to  remain  regulated  under  Indiana  in 
July  (a  take-out  month)  provides  no  as¬ 
surance  that  the  plant  will  remain  regu¬ 
lated  under  that  order  during  the  pay¬ 
back  months. 

Based  on  the  fact  that  the  Indian¬ 
apolis  plant’s  sales  in  the  Ohio  Valley 
marketing  area  in  recent  months  have 
been  greater  than  in  the  Indiana  mar¬ 
keting  area,  it  is  possible  that  the  In¬ 
dianapolis  plant  would  be  pooled  under 
the  Ohio  Valley  order  in  the  1976  fall 
pay-back  months.  Certainly  the  han¬ 
dler  requesting  suspension  has  known 
since  March  that  the  plant’s  sales  in 
the  Ohio  Valley  market  generally  exceed 
sales  in  any  other  markets.  It  is  not 
apparent  that  any  positive  action  has 
thus  far  been  taken  by  the  handler  to 
insure  the  plant’s  continued  pooling 
under  the  Indiana  order. 

On  the  basis  of  available  information, 
including  the  written  views,  data,  and 
arguments  submitted  by  interested  par¬ 
ties,  suspension  for  July  1976  of  the  pro¬ 
visions  for  pooling  under  this  order  a 
plant  that  also  qualified  as  a  pool  plant 
under  another  order  in  the  same  month 
is  not  warranted.  The  handler  who  re¬ 
quested  the  suspension  to  keep  his  In¬ 
dianapolis  plant  pooled  under  the  In¬ 


diana  order  for  July  1976  has  ample  time 
before  the  end  of  that  month  to  make 
the  necessary  adjustments  to  achieve 
this  end.  If,  however,  the  sales  from  that 
plant  in  the  Ohio  Valley  marketing  area 
continue  to  be  greater  than  in  the  In¬ 
diana  marketing  area,  as  they  appar¬ 
ently  have  been  in  at  least  three  of  the 
last  four  months,  it  would  indicate  that 
the  plant  has  a  greater  association  with 
the  Ohio  Valley  marketing  area  than 
with  the  Indiana  marketing  area  and 
should  be  pooled  under  the  Ohio  Valley 
order. 

It  therefore  is  found  and  determined 
that  the  proposed  suspension  that  would 
result  in  pooling  under  another  order  for 
July  1976  a  plant  that  qualified  for  pool¬ 
ing  under  the  Ohio  Valley  and  the  other 
order  should  not  be  effectuated ;  and  the 
proceeding  begun  in  this  matter  on  June 
22,  1976,  should  be  and  is  hereby 
terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on: 
July  13, 1976. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

]FR  Doc.76-20602  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  ara] 


Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

[  7  CFR  Part  780  ] 

REQUESTS  FOR  RECONSIDERATION  AND 
APPEALS  REQUIRING  SPECIAL  HANDLING 

Appeal  Regulations 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  proposes  to  issue  an  amendment 
to  the  Appeal  Regulations  (7  CFR  Part 
780). 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments,  suggestions,  or 
objections,  regarding  the  proposed 
change  to  the  Director,  Program  Appeals 
Staff,  Agricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service,  Room  3732,  South 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20250.  In 
order  to  be  assured  of  consideration,  all 
submissions  must  be  received  not  later 
than  August  9.  1976.  All  written  submis¬ 
sions  made  pursuant  to  this  notice  will 
be  made  available  for  public  inspection 
in  the  office  of  the  Director  at  the  above 
address  during  regular  business  hours 
(8:15  a.m.  to  4:45  pm.). 

This  amendment  would  expand 
5  780.11  to  provide  that  determinations 
made  by  a  State  committee  with  respect 
to:  the  establishment  of  normal  yields 
for  peanuts,  and  (2)  the  disaster  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  rice  program  that  a  loss  on 
a  farm  was  due  in  whole  or  in  part  to 
causes  other  than  the  natural  disaster  or 
conditions  beyond  the  control  of  the  pro¬ 
ducer,  are  not  appealable  to  the  Deputy 
Administrator. 

The  regulations  now  provide  that  a 
producer  who  is  dissatisfied  with  a  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  State  committee  relative 
to  an  establishment  of  a  normal  yield  for 
peanuts  may  appeal  such  determination 
to  the  Deputy  Administrator. 

It  is  proposed  that  §  780.11(a)  of  the 
appeal  regulations.  7  CFR  Part  780,  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 


§  780.11  Requests  for  reconsideration 
and  appeals  requiring  special  han¬ 
dling. 

(a)  Determinations  made  by  a  State 
committee  with  respect  to:  (1)  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  yields  for  wheat,  feed 
grain,  cotton,  and  normal  yields  for  pea¬ 
nuts,  (2)  the  establishment  of  wheat, 
feed  grain,  rice,  and  upland  cotton  allot¬ 
ments.  (3)  the  establishment  of  conserv¬ 
ing  bases,  (4)  matter  rising  under  the 
tobacco  discount  variety  program,  (5) 
eligibility  provisions  of  the  livestock  feed 
program,  and  (6)  the  disaster  provisions 
of  the  wheat,  feed  grain,  rice  and  upland 
cotton  programs  that  a  loss  on  a  farm 
was  due  in  whole  or  in  part  to  causes 
other  than  the  natural  disaster  or  condi¬ 
tions  beyond  the  control  of  the  producer, 
are  not  appealable  to  the  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

*  •  •  •  • 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  9. 
1976. 

Kenneth  E.  Frick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

IFR  Doc.76-20486  Filed  7-15-76; 8:45  am] 

—  !■—  -  ...  . 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[  21  CFR  Parts  436  and  448  ] 

[Docket  No.  76N-0116] 

PEPTIDE  ANTIBIOTIC  DRUGS 
Bacitracin  and  Zinc  Bacitracin 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA)  is  proposing  to  amend  the  anti¬ 
biotic  drug  regulations  by  updating  and 
making  technical  changes  to  those  regu¬ 
lations  that  provide  for  bacitracin-  and 
zinc  bacitracin-containing  drugs  in¬ 
tended  for  human  use;  comments  by 
September  14. 1976. 

The  proposed  changes  are  grouped  into 
four  general  classes  for  discussion  in  this 
preamble:  (1)  Revocation  of  inactive  sec¬ 
tions  or  partial  sections;  (2)  nomencla¬ 
ture  changes;  (3)  changes  affecting  in¬ 
dexing  and  placement  of  sections  within 
Part  448;  and  (4)  technical  changes. 

1.  Revocations.  Five  sections  that  are 
proposed  to  be  revoked  provide  for  the 
certification  of  bacitracin  drug  products 
that  are  no  longer  marketed.  They  are: 
§  448.110a  Bacitracin  tablets;  zinc  baci¬ 
tracin  tablets;  bacitracin  suppositories; 
zinc  bacitracin  suppositories  (if  they  are 
represented  for  vaginal  use)  (21  CFR 
448.110a);  §  448.110b  Bacitracin  poly¬ 
myxin  tablets  (21  CFR  448.110b); 
5448.310a  Bacitracin  ophthalmic  (21 
CFR  448.310a);  5  448.510b  Bacitracin 
tyrothricin  ointment  (21  CFR  448.510b) ; 
and  5  448.610  Bacitracin  tablets;  zinc 
bacitracin  tablets:  bacitracin  supposi¬ 
tories:  zinc  bacitracin  suppositories  (if 
they  are  represented  for  vaginal  use)  (21 
CFR  448.610) . 

Proposed  amendments  to  §§  448.310b, 
448.310c,  448.510a,  448.510c,  and  448.510f 
(21  CFR  448.310b,  448.310c,  448.510a, 
448.510c,  and  448.510f)  will  delete  provi- 
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sions  for  certification  of  certain  drug 
products  that  are  not  being  marketed. 
The  provisions  being  revoked  are  for: 
Sterile  bacitracin-neomycin  sulfate - 
polymy  .in  B  sulfate-hydrocortisone  ace¬ 
tate  ophthalmic  ointment;  zinc  baci¬ 
tracin  ointment  (an  ophthalmic,  prod¬ 
uct)  ;  zinc  bacitracin  ointment  (a  der¬ 
matologic  product) ;  bacitracin  poly¬ 
myxin  ointment;  and  bacitracin-neomy- 
cin-polymyxin  topical  powder,  respec¬ 
tively.  As  amended,  §8  448.310b,  448.310c, 
and  448.510a  will  continue  to  provide  for 
certification  of  the  drug  products  whose 
provisions  are  not  being  revoked.  The 
provisions  not  being  revoked  in  §§  448.- 
510c  and  448.510f  are  proposed  to  be  re¬ 
designated,  as  discussed  in  item  3.  a.  and 

b.  of  this  preamble. 

2.  Nomenclature.  “Zinc  bacitracin”  is 
rearranged  to  read  “bacitracin  zinc.” 
This  proposed  change  is  consistent  with 
the  nomenclature  used  in  the  official 
publications  (for  example,  the  United 
States  Pharmacopeia),  and  with  FDA 
policy  of  placing  the  name  of  the  salt 
after  that  of  the  active  moiety.  For  clar¬ 
ity,  this  preamble  will  use  the  proposed 
nomenclature. 

3.  Indexing  and  placement  of  sections. 
A  number  of  changes  are  proposed  to 
make  those  sections  in  Part  448  that  per¬ 
tain  to  bacitracin-  and  bacitracin  zinc- 
containing  drugs  consistent  in  structure 
with  other  updated  parts  of  Subchapter 
D  that  provide  for  antibiotic  drugs. 

a.  Section  448.510c  provides  for  two 
drug  products.  Only  one,  bacitracin  zinc- 
polymyxin  B  sulfate  ointment,  is  being 
marketed;  the  section  for  it  is  redesig¬ 
nated  5  448.513a  (21  CFR  448.513a)  to 
correspond  to  the  section  number  of  the 
bulk  drug;  and  §  448.510c  is  proposed  to 
be  revoked. 

b.  Section  448.510f  provides  for  two 
drug  products.  Only  one,  the  product 
containing  bacitracin  zinc,  is  being  mar¬ 
keted,  and  provisions  for  it  have  been 
placed  in  two  sections  so  that  provisions 
for  the  aerosol  form  are  separate  from 
those  for  the  nonaerosol.  The  new  sec¬ 
tions  are  designated  8  §  448.513d  and 
448.513e  (21  CFR  448.513d  and  448.513e) . 
to  correspond  to  the  section  number  of 
the  bulk  drug.  Section  448.510f  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  revoked. 

c.  Section  448.510d  provides  for  two 
drug  products,  both  of  which  are  mar¬ 
keted.  The  bacitracin-containing  prod¬ 
uct  remains  as  §  448.5  lOd;  the  provisions 
for  the  bacitracin  zinc-containing  prod¬ 
uct  are  redesignated  8  448.513b  (21  CFR 
448.513b)  to  correspond  to  the  section 
number  of  the  bulk  drug. 

d.  Section  448.510e  Bacitracin-poly¬ 
myxin-neomycin  ointment  (21  CFR 
448.510e)  is  renamed  to  reflect  the  fact 
that  it  contains  bacitracin  zinc  and  may 
contain  hydrocortisone.  It  is  also  re¬ 
designated  8  448.513c  (21  CFR  448.513c) 


to  correspond  to  the  section  number  of 
the  bulk  drug. 

e.  Section  448.313  (21  CFR  448.313)  is 
redesignated  8  448.313b  and  renamed  to 
reflect  that  it  may  contain  hydrocorti¬ 
sone,  and  new  8  448.313  and  448.313a  (21 
CFR  448.313  and  448.313a)  are  added. 

4.  Technical  changes.  In  keeping  with 
current  policy,  certain  technical  changes, 
based  on  certification  experience,  are 
proposed  as  part  of  updating  the  regula¬ 
tions. 

a.  Maximum  potency  limits  are  added 
to  the  dosage  form  monographs  if  they 
are  not  already  specified,  and  lower  po¬ 
tency  limits  are  raised  from  85  percent 
to  90  percent  where  applicable. 

b.  The  table  in  §  430.105(b)  (21  CFR 
436.105(b))  is  amended  to  delete  bac¬ 
itracin  and  add  bacitracin  zinc.  Bacitra¬ 
cin  zinc  is  used  as  the  official  working 
standard  in  place  of  bacitracin  in  de¬ 
termining  the  potency  or  purity  of  bac¬ 
itracin  and  bacitracin-containing  drugs. 
Because  bacitracin  zinc  is  now  used, 
changes  are  necessary  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  working  standard  stock  solu¬ 
tion  and  in  the  preparation  of  the  sample 
for  the  potency  assay.  Hydrochloric  acid, 
which  is  used  as  a  diluent  for  bacitracin 
zinc,  has  the  effect  of  decreasing  zone 
sizes  in  the  microbiological  agar  diffu¬ 
sion  assay.  This  effect  produces  inac¬ 
curately  high  potency  assay  results  un¬ 
less  the  same  amount  of  acid  present  in 
the  standard  solution  is  added  to  the 
sample  solution.  Therefore,  the  proposed 
regulations  provide  for  the  addition  of 
hydrochloric  acid  where  appropriate  in 
the  preparation  of  the  sample  solution. 

c.  The  turbidimetric  potency  assay 
method  is  deleted.  This  method  produces 
inaccurate  results  and  is  not  used  in 
FDA  laboratories. 

d.  The  moisture  limit  is  reduced  from 

1.0  percent  to  0.5  percent  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  sections:  88  448.310b,  448.310c, 

448.510a,  448.510d  (21  CFR  448.510d), 
and  the  redesignated  448.513b. 

e.  A  nonsterile  bulk  drug  monograph, 
8  448.10  (21  CFR  448.10),  is  added  to 
establish  a  reference  for  nonsterile  dos¬ 
age  forms. 

f.  As  an  added  assurance  of  quality, 
provision  for  an  Identity  test,  8  436.319 
(21  CFR  436.319),  is  established  and  is 
referenced  in  all  the  bacitracin  and  bac¬ 
itracin  zinc  bulk  drug  monographs. 

Also  as  part  of  updating  the  antibi¬ 
otic  regulations,  tests  and  methods  of 
assay  prescribed  in  the  bacitracin  regu¬ 
lations  are  revised  to  make  reference 
to  the  general  methods  in  Part  436, 
rather  than  to  the  monographs  for  bulk 
drugs  or  other  dosage  forms. 

g.  Sections  448.910(a)  (2)  and  448.913 
(a)(2)  (21  CFR  448.910(a)(2)  and  448.- 
913(a)(2))  provide  for  containers  of  5 
million  units  bacitracin  for  prescription 
compounding  and  bacitracin  zinc  for 


prescription  compounding,  respectively. 
The  Commissioner  has  previously  ap¬ 
proved  containers  of  500,000  units  of 
bacitracin  and  bacitracin  zinc  and  there¬ 
fore  is  updating  those  sections  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  container  sizes  that  have  been 
approved  for  marketing. 

h.  Although  the  limit  for  heavy  metals 
content  for  sterile  bacitracin  is  retained 
in  the  bulk  drug  monograph  for  sterile 
bacitracin,  the  reference  to  its  intended 
use  in  systemic  drugs  is  deleted.  The  in¬ 
dividual  monographs  for  ophthalmic 
products,  which  are  non  systemic  and 
which  do  not  require  consideration  of 
heavy  metails  content,  reflect  the  exemp¬ 
tion  from  the  heavy  metals  limit. 

i.  The  medium  used  in  88  448.513d  and 
448.5 13e  for  the  determination  of  the 
microorganism  count  has  been  changed 
to  reflect  the  medium  used  in  the  official 
method  as  performed  in  FDA  labora¬ 
tories. 

The  Commission  has  reviewed  the  po¬ 
tential  environmental  impact  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  and  has  concluded 
that  the  proposed  action  will  not  signifi¬ 
cantly  affect  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment,  and  that  an  environmental 
impact  statement  is  not  required.  The 
Commissioner  has  also  considered  the 
inflation  impact  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  and  no  major  inflation  impact  has 
been  found,  as  defined  in  Executive 
Order  11821,  OMB  Circular  A-107,  and 
the  Guidelines  issued  by  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  A 
copy  of  the  inflation  impact  assessment 
is  on  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food 
and  Drug  Administration,  at  the  address 
below. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507,  59  Stat. 
463  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  357))  and 
under  authority  delegated  to  him  (21 
CFR  5.1)  (recodiflcation  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  15,  1976  (41 
FR  24262)),  the  Commissioner  proposes 
to  amend  Parts  436  and  448  as  follows: 

§  436.20  Sterility  test  methods  and  pro¬ 
cedures. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(c)  •  •  * 

(14)  Medium  N. 

Pancreatic  digest  of  casein _ grams..  15. 0 

Peptic  digest  of  soybean  meal.. do _  6.0 

Sodium  chloride _ _ _ do _  5. 0 


Agar _ do _ _  16. 0 

Water _ milliliters.  _  1 , 000 

pH  7.8±0.2  after  sterilization. 

•  •  •  •  • 


2.  In  8  436.105(b)  in  the  table,  by  de¬ 
leting  the  item  “Bacitracin”  and  by  al¬ 
phabetically  inserting  the  following  new 
item: 

§  436.105  Microbiological  agar  diffu¬ 
sion  assay. 


(b) 
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Working  standard  stack  solutions 

Standard  response  line  concentrations 

Antibiotic 

Drying  conditions 
i  method  number  as 
listed  In  i  496.200) 

Initial  solvent 

Diluent  (solution 
number  as  listed  in 
§  436.101(o)) 

Final  concentration 
units  or  milligrams 
per  milliliter 

Storage  time  under 
refrigeration 

Final  concentrations. 
Diluent  units  or  micrograms 
of  antibiotic  activity 
per  milliliter 

• 

• 

1 

• 

.  0.011V  HC1 

• 

100  units . 

Use  same  day . 

• 

• 

1  0  64,  0.80,  1.0,  1.25,  I  d 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

units. 

• 

3.  In  Subpart  P  by  adding  new 
5  436.319  to  read  as  follows: 

§  136.319  Thin  layer  chromatography 
identity  test  for  bacitracin  and  baci¬ 
tracin  zinc. 

(a)  Equipment — (1)  Chromatography 
tank.  A  rectangular  tank  approximately 
23  centimeters  long,  23  centimeters  high, 
and  9  centimeters  wide,  equipped  with 
a  glass  solvent  trough  in  the  bottom  and 
a  tight-fitting  cover  for  the  top.  Line  the 
inside  walls  of  the  tank  with  Whatman 
3 MM  chromatographic  paper  or  equiva¬ 
lent. 

(2)  Plates.  Use  a  20-  by  20-centimeter 
thin  layer  chromatography  plate  coated 
with  silica  gel  G  or  equivalent  to  a  thick¬ 
ness  of  250  micrometers.  Activate  the 
plate  by  heating  for  20  minutes  at  110*  C. 
Allow  to  cool  to  room  temperature  and 
use  immediately. 

(b)  Reagents — (1)  Developing  solvent. 
Mix  n-butanol,  water,  pyridine,  glacial 
acetic  acid,  and  ethyl  alcohol  in  volu¬ 
metric  proportions  of  60:10:6:15:5,  re¬ 
spectively. 

(2)  Spray  solution.  Dissolve  I  gram  of 
'  ninhydrin  in  a  mixture  of  1  milliliter  of 
pyridine  and  sufficient  n-butanol  to  make 
100  milliliters. 

(c)  Preparation  of  spotting  solutions. 
Prepare  solutions  of  the  sample  and 
working  standard,  each  containing  6.0 
milligrams  of  bacitracin  per  milliliter  in 

1  percent  disodium  ethylenediamlne 
tetraacetlc  acid  in  tfater. 

(d)  Procedure.  Pour  the  developing 
solvent  into  the  glass  trough  on  the 
bottom  of  the  tank  and  onto  the  paper 
lining  the  walls  of  the  tank.  Cover  and 
seal  the  tank.  Allow  it  to  equilibrate  for 
at  least  30  minutes.  Prepare  a  plate  as 
follows:  On  a  line  2.0  centimeters  from 
the  base  of  the  silica  gel  plate,  and  at 
intervals  of  2.0  centimeters,  spot  ap¬ 
proximately  1.0  microliter  of  the  stand¬ 
ard  solution  to  points  1  and  3.  When 
these  spots  are  dry,  apply  approximately 
1.0  microliter  of  sample  solution  to  points 

2  and  3.  After  all  spots  are  thoroughly 
dry,  place  the  base  of  the  silica  gel  plate 
directly  into  the  glass  trough  in  the 
chromatography  tank.  Cover  and  seal  the 
tank.  Allow  the  solvent  front  to  travel 
approximately  13  centimeters  from  the 
starting  line.  Remove  the  plate  from  the 
tank,  and  allow  it  to  air  dry.  After  the 
plate  is  dry,  spray  lightly  with  the  spray 
solution.  The  plate  may  take  1  hour  or 
more  to  develop  at  room  temperature. 
The  development  may  be  speeded  up  by 
warming  the  plate  in  a  110*  C  oven. 


(e)  Evaluation.  The  sample  and  stand¬ 
ard  should  have  spots  of  corresponding 
R/  value  (approximately  0.26)  and  stand¬ 
ard  and  sample  combined  should  appear 
as  a  single  spot  of  corresponding  R /  value. 

B.  Part  448  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  Subpart  A,  by  adding  new 
S  448.10  to  read  as  follows: 

§  448.10  Bacitracin. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 

(1)  Standards  of  identiy,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  is  a  white 
to  brown,  neutral  water-soluble  poly¬ 
peptide.  It  is  so  purified  and  dried  that: 

(1)  Its  potency  1s  not  less  than  40  units 
of  bacitracin  per  milligram. 

(ii)  It  passes  the  safety  test. 

(ill)  Its  loss  on  drying  is  not  more  than 
5  percent. 

(It)  Its  pH  in  an  aqueous  solution  con¬ 
taining  10,000  units  per  milliliter  is  not 
less  than  5.5  and  not  more  than  7.5. 

(v)  It  passes  the  identity  test. 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of 
S  432.5  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(1)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on  drying, 
pH,  and  identity. 

(ii)  Samples  required:  10  packages, 
each  containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Proceed  as  directed  for  bacitra¬ 
cin  zinc  in  9  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Dissolve  an  accurately  weighed  sample  in 
sufficient  1.0  percent  potassium  phos¬ 
phate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solution  1),  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  stock  solution  of  convenient  con¬ 
centration.  Remove  an  aliquot  of  the 
stock  solution,  add  sufficient  hydrochloric 
acid  so  that  the  amount  of  acid  in  the 
final  solution  will  be  the  same  as  in  the 
reference  concentration  of  the  working 
standard  and  further  dilute  with  solu¬ 
tion  1  to  the  reference  concentration  of 
1.0  unit  of  bacitracin  per  milliliter  (esti¬ 
mated)  . 

(2)  Safety.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
3  436.33  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Loss  on  drying.  Proceed  as  direct¬ 
ed  in  9  436.200(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(4)  pH.  Proceed  as  directed  in  9  436.202 
of  this  chapter,  using  an  aqueous  solu¬ 
tion  containing  10,000  units  per  milliliter. 

(5)  Identity.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
9  436.319  of  this  chapter. 

2.  Section  448.10a  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 


§  448.10a  Sterile  bacitracin. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  is  a  white 
to  brown,  neutral  water-soluble  polypep¬ 
tide.  It  is  so  purified  and  dried  that : 

(1)  Its  potency  is  not  less  than  50  units 
per  milligram.  If  it  is  packaged  for  dis¬ 
pensing.  its  content  is  satisfactory  if  it 
is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not  more 
than  115  percent  of  the  number  of  units 
of  bacitracin  that  it  is  represented  to 
contain. 

(ii)  It  is  sterile. 

(iii)  It  passes  the  safety  test. 

(iv)  Itisnonpyrogenic. 

(v)  Its  loss  on  drying  is  not  more  than 
5  percent. 

(vi)  Its  pH  in  an  aqueous  solution  con¬ 
taining  10,000  units  per  milliliter  is  not 
less  than  5.5  and  not  more  than  7.5. 

(vii)  Its  residue  on  ignition  is  not  more 
than  3.0  percent. 

(viii)  It  passes  the  Identity  test. 

(ix)  Its  heavy  metals  content  is  not 
more  than  30  parts  per  million. 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  432.5 
of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  9  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(1)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  sterility,  pyrogens, 
safety,  loss  on  drying,  pH,  residue  on 
ignition,  identity,  and  heavy  metals. 

(ii)  Samples  required: 

(a)  If  the  batch  is  packaged  for  re¬ 
packing  or  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of 
another  drug: 

•  (1)  For  all  tests  except  sterility:  10 
packages,  each  containing  approximately 
1  gram. 

(2)  For  sterility  testing:  1  package, 
containing  approximately  12  grams. 

(b)  If  the  batch  is  packaged  for  dis¬ 
pensing: 

(1)  For  all  tests  except  sterility:  A 
minimum  of  10  immediate  containers. 

(2)  For  sterility  testing:  20  immediate 
containers,  collected  at  regular  intervals 
throughoutfeach  filling  operation. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Proceed  as  directed  for  bacitra- 
.  cin  zinc  in  3  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Dissolve  an  accurately  weighed  sample 
in  sufficient  1.0  percent  potassium  phos¬ 
phate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solution  1),  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  stock  solution  of  convenient  con¬ 
centration;  also,  if  it  is  packaged  for  dis¬ 
pensing,  reconstitute  as  directed  in  the 
labeling.  Then,  using  a  suitable  hypoder- 
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mic  needle  and  syringe,  remove  all  of  the 
withdrawable  contents  if  it  is  repre¬ 
sented  as  a  single  dose  container,  or  if  the 
labeling  specifies  the  amount  of  potency 
in  a  given  volume  of  the  resultant  prepa¬ 
ration,  remove  an  accurately  measured 
representative  portion  from  each  con¬ 
tainer.  Dilute  with  solution  1  to  obtain 
a  stock  solution  of  convenient  concen¬ 
tration.  Remove  an  aliquot  of  the  stock 
solution,  add  sufficient  hydrochloric  acid 
so  that  the  amount  of  acid  in  the  final 
solution  will  be  the  same  as  in  the  refer¬ 
ence  concentration  of  the  working  stand¬ 
ard  and  further  dilute  with  solution  1  to 
the  reference  concentration  of  1.0  unit 
of  bacitracin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Sterility.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
I  436.20  of  this  chapter,  using  the  method 
described  In  paragraph  (e)  (1)  of  that 
section. 

(3)  Pyrogens.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
i  436.32(a)  of  this  chapter,  using  a  solu¬ 
tion  containing  300  units  of  bacitracin 
per  milliliter. 

(4)  Safety.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.33  ofthis  chapter. 

(5)  Loss  on  drying.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  5  436.200(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(6)  pH.  Proceed  as  directed  in  S  436. 
202  of  this  chapter,  using  an  aqueous 
solution  containing  10,000  units  per 
milliliter. 

(7)  Residue  on  ignition.  Proceed  as 
directed  in  §  436.207(a)  of  this  chapter. 

(8)  Identity.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
{  436.319  of  this  chapter. 

(9)  Heavy  metals.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  436.208  of  this  chapter. 

3.  Section  448.13  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  448.13  Bacitracin  cine. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  zinc  is  the  zinc 
salt  of  a  kind  of  bacitracin  or  a  mixture 
of  two  or  more  such  salts.  It  is  so  purified 
and  dried  that  : 

(1)  Its  potency  is  not  less  than  40 
units  of  bacitracin  per  milligram. 

(li)  It  passes  the  safety  test. 

(ill)  Its  loss  on  drying  is  not  more 
than  5  percent. 

(lv)  Its  pH  is  not  less  than  6.0  and 
not  more  than  7.5. 

(v)  Its  zinc  content  is  not  more  than 
10  percent  by  weight  on  an  anhydrous 
basis. 

(vi)  It  passes  the  identitfy  test. 

(2)  Labeling.  In  addition  to  the  label¬ 
ing  requirements  of  {  432.5  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  each  package  shall  bear  on  the  out¬ 
side  wrapper  or  container* and  the  im¬ 
mediate  container  the  statement  “For 
use  only  in  the  manufacture  of  nonparen- 
teral  drugs". 

(3)  Requests  for  certification ;  sam¬ 
ples.  In  addition  to  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  1 431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(1)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on  drying, 
pH,  zinc  content,  and  Identity. 

<ii)  Samples  required:  10  packages, 
each  containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  436.105 


of  this  chapter,  preparing  the  sample  for 
assay  as  follows:  Dissolve  an  accurately 
weighed  sample  (usually  25  to  35  milli¬ 
grams)  in  sufficient  0.01H  hydrochloric 
acid  to  give  a  bacitracin  concentration 
of  100  units  per  milliliter  (estimated). 
Further  dilute  an  aliquot  with  solution  1 
to  the  reference  concentration  of  1.0 
unit  of  bacitracin  per  milliliter  (esti¬ 
mated). 

Note. — Hie  final  sample  solution  must 
contain  the  same  amount  of  hydrochloric 
acid  as  the  reference  concentration  of  the 
working  standard. 

(2)  Safety.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.33  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Loss  on  drying.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  436.200(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(4)  pH.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.202  of  this  chapter,  using  a  satu¬ 
rated  solution  (approximately  100  milli¬ 
grams  of  the  sample  per  milliliter) . 

(5)  Zinc  content.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  S  436.312  of  this  chapter. 

(6)  Identity.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.319  of  this  chapter. 

4.  Section  448.13a  is  amended  by  re¬ 
vising  the  section  heading  and  the  intro¬ 
ductory  text  of  paragraph  (a)(1),  by 
adding  new  paragraph  (a)  (1)  (vii) ,  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)(3)(l),  and  by 
adding  new  paragraph  (b)  (7)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  448.13a  Sterile  bacitracin  sine. 

(a)  Requirement  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Sterile  bacitracin 
zinc  is  the  zinc  salt  of  a  kind  of  bacitra¬ 
cin  or  a  mixture  of  two  or  more  such 
salts.  It  is  so  purified  and  dried  that: 

#  •  •  •  • 

(vii)  It  passes  the  identity  test. 

*  .  •  *  . 

(3)  •  •  • 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  sterility,  safety,  loss 
on  drying,  pH,  zinc  content,  and  identity. 

»  •  •  «  • 

(b)  •  •  •  _ 

(7)  Identity.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
S  436.319  of  this  chapter. 

§  448.110a  [Revoked] 

5.  Section  448.110a.  Bacitracin  tablets ; 
sine  bacitracin  tablets;  bacitracin  sup¬ 
positories;  zinc  bacitracin  suppositories 
(if  they  are  represented  for  vaginal  use ) 
is  revoked. 

§  448.110b  [Revoked] 

6.  Section  448.110b  Bacitracin  poly¬ 
myxin  tablets  is  revoked. 

§  448.310a  [Revoked] 

7.  Section  448.310a  Bacitracin  oph¬ 
thalmic  is  revoked,  and  the  section  des¬ 
ignation  is  reserved. 

8.  Section  448.310b  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  448.310b  Bacitracin-neomycin  rulfate- 
polymyxin  B  sulfate  ophthalmic  oint¬ 
ment. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Bacitracin-neomycin 


sulfate-polymyxin  B  sulfate  ophthalmic 
ointment  contains  bacitracin,  neomycin 
sulfate,  and  polymyxin  B  sulfate  in  a 
suitable  and  harmless  ointment  base. 
Each  gram  contains  500  units  of  bacitra¬ 
cin,  3.5  milligrams  of  neomycin,  and  5,000 
units  of  polymyxin  B.  Its  bacitracin  con¬ 
tent  is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not  less  than 
90  percent  and  not  more  than  140  per¬ 
cent  of  the  number  of  units  of  bacitracin 
that  it  is  represented  to  contain.  Its  neo¬ 
mycin  content  is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not 
less  than  90  percent  and  not  more  than 
140  percent  of  the  number  of  milligrams 
of  neomycin  that  it  is  represented  to 
contain.  Its  polymyxin  B  content  is  satis¬ 
factory  if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent 
and  not  more  than  140  percent  of  the 
number  of  units  of  polymyxin  B  that  it  is 
represented  to  contain.  It  is  sterile.  Its 
moisture  content  is  not  more  than  0.5 
percent.  It  passes  the  test  for  metal  par¬ 
ticles.  The  bacitracin  used  conforms  to 
the  standards  prescribed  by  5  448.10a(a) 
(1),  except  pyrogens,  residue  on  ignition, 
and  heavy  metals.  The  neomycin  sulfate 
used  conforms  to  the  standards  pre-  * 
scribed  by  S  444.42a(a)  (1)  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  except  pyrogens.  The  polymyxin  B 
sulfate  used  conforms  to  the  standards 
prescribed  by  S  448.30a(a)  (1) ,  except  py¬ 
rogens,  residue  on  ignition,  and  heavy 
metals. 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  432.5 
of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  i  431.1  of  this  chapter,  each 
such  request  shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  used  in  making  the 
batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on  drying, 
pH,  and  identity. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on 
drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss 
on  drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(d)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
neomycin  content,  polymyxin  B  content, 
sterility,  moisture,  and  metal  particles. 

(ii)  Samples  required: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  used  in  making  the 
batch:  10  packages,  each  containing  ap¬ 
proximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch :  10  packages,  each  contain¬ 
ing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch :  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(d)  The  batch: 

(1)  For  all  tests  except  sterility:  A 
minimum  of  17  immediate  containers. 

(2)  For  sterility  testing:  20  immediate 
containers,  collected  at  regular  intervals 
throughout  each  filling  operation. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assays — (1) 
Potency — (I)  Bacitracin  content.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  for  bacitracin  zinc  in 
S  436.105  of  this  chapter,  preparing  the 
sample  for  assay  as  follows:  Place  an  ac¬ 
curately  weighed  representative  portion 
of  the  sample  into  a  separatory  funnel 
containing  approximately  50  milliliters 
of  peroxide-free  ether.  Shake  the  sample 
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and  ether  until  homogeneous.  Add  20  to 
25  milliliters  of  1  percent  potassium 
phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solution  1) ,  and 
shake  well.  Allow  the  layers  to  separate. 
Remove  the  buffer  layer  and  repeat  the 
extraction  procedure  with  each  of  three 
more  20-  to  25-milliliter  quantities  of 
solution  1.  Combine  the  buffer  extractives 
in  a  suitable  volumetric  flask  and  dilute 
to  volume  with  solution  1.  Remove  an  ali¬ 
quot,  add  sufficient  hydrochloric  acid  so 
that  the  amount  of  acid  in  the  final  solu¬ 
tion  will  be  the  same  as  in  the  reference 
concentration  of  the  working  standard 
and  further  dilute  with  solution  1  to  the 
reference  concentration  of  1.0  unit  of 
bacitracin  per  milliliter  (estimated) . 

(ii>  Neomycin  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  separa¬ 
tory  funnel  containing  approximately  50 
milliliters  of  peroxide-free  ether.  Shake 
the  sample  and  ether  until  homogeneous. 
Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of  0.1M  potassium 
phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0  (solution  3), 
and  shake  well.  Allow  the  layers  to  sepa¬ 
rate.  Remove  the  buffer  layer  and  repeat 
the  extraction  procedure  with  each  of 
three  more  20-  to  25-milliliter  quanti¬ 
ties  of  solution  3.  Combine  the  buffer  ex¬ 
tractives  in  a  suitabje  volumetric  flask 
and  dilute  to  volume  with  solution  3.  Re¬ 
move  an  aliquot  and  further  dilute  with 
solution  3  to  the  reference  concentration 
of  1.0  microgram  of  neomycin  per  mil¬ 
liliter  (estimated). 

<4ii>  Polymyxin  B  content.  Proceed  as 
directed  is  §  436.105  of  this  chapter,  ex¬ 
cept  add  to  each  concentration  of  the 
polymyxin  standard  response  line  a 
quantity  of  neomycin  to  yield  the  same 
concentration  of  neomycin  as  that 
present  when  the  sample  is  diluted  to 
contain  10  units  of  polymyxin  B  per 
milliliter.  Prepare  the  sample  for  assay 
as  follows:  Place  an  accurately  weighed 
representative  portion  of  the  sample  into 
a  separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
10  percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer, 
pH  6.0  (solution  6),  and  shake  well.  Al¬ 
low  the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the 
buffer  layer  and  repeat  the  extraction 
procedure  with  each  of  three  more  20-  to 
25-milliliter  quantities  of  solution  6. 
Combine  the  buffer  extractives  in  a  suit¬ 
able  volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to  vol¬ 
ume  with  solution  6.  Remove  an  aliquot 
and  further  dilute  with  solution  6  to  the 
reference  concentration  of  10  units  of 
polymyxin  B  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Sterility.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
5  436.20  of  this  chapter,  using  the  method 
described  in  paragraph  (e)(3)  of  that 
section. 

(3)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
S  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

(4)  Metal  particles.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  In  S  436.206  of  this  chapter. 

9.  Section  448.310c  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 


§  148.3 10c  Bacitracin  ophthalmic  oint¬ 
ment. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 

(1 )  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  ophthalmic 
ointment  contains  bacitracin  in  a  suit¬ 
able  and  harmless  ointment  base.  Each 
gram  contains  500  units  of  bacitracin. 
Its  potency  is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not  less 
than  90  percent  and  not  more  than  140 
percent  of  the  number  of  units  of  baci¬ 
tracin  that  it  is  represented  to  contain. 
It  is  sterile.  Its  moisture  content  is  not 
more  than  0.5  percent.  It  passes  the  test 
for  metal  particles.  The  bacitracin  used 
conforms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
§  448.10a(a)  (1),  except  pyrogens,  resi¬ 
due  on  ignition,  and  heavy  metals. 

(2>  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
5  432.5  of  this  chapter. 

(3>  Requests  for  certification ;  sam¬ 
ples.  In  addition  to  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a>  The  bacitracin  used  in  making  the 
batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on  drying, 
pH,  and  identity. 

(b>  The  batch  for  potency,  sterility, 
moisture,  and  metal  particles. 

i  ii  >  Samples  required : 

(a*  The  bacitracin  used  in  making 
the  batch:  10  packages,  each  containing 
approximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  batch: 

( 1 )  For  all  tests  except  sterility:  A 
minimum  of  15  immediate  containers. 

(2)  For  sterility  testing:  20  immedi¬ 
ate  containers,  collected  at  regular  in¬ 
tervals  throughout  each  filling  operation. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Proceed  as  directed  for  baci¬ 
tracin  zinc  in  §  436.105  of  this  chapter, 
preparing  the  sample  for  assay  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Place  an  accurately  weighed  rep¬ 
resentative  portion  of  the  sample  into  a 
separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
1  percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer, 
pH  6.0  (solution  1),  and  shake  well.  Al¬ 
low  the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the 
buffer  layer  and  repeat  the  extraction 
procedure  with  each  of  three  more  20-  to 
25-millillter  quantities  of  solution  1. 
Combine  the  buffer  extractives  in  a  suit¬ 
able  volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to  vol¬ 
ume  with  solution  1.  Remove  an  aliquot, 
add  sufficient  hydrochloric  acid  so  that 
the  amount  of  acid  in  the  final  solution 
will  be  the  same  as  in  the  reference  con¬ 
centration  of  the  working  standard  and 
further  dilute  with  solution  1  to  the 
reference  concentration  of  1.0  unit  of 
bacitracin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Sterility.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
S  436.20  of  this  chapter,  using  the  method 
described  in  paragraph  (e)  (3)  of  that 
section. 

(3)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

(4)  Metal  particles.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  5  436.206  of  this  chapter. 


10.  Section  448.313  is  revised  and  re¬ 
designated  §  448.313b  and  a  new  §  448.313 
Bacitracin  zinc  ophthalmic  dosage  forms 
is  added  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 

§  448.313  Bacitracin  zinc  ophthalmic 
dosage  forms. 

11.  Section  448.313a  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  418.313a  Bacitracin  /.inc-poIymy\in  B 
sulfate  ophthalmic  ointment. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity.  and  purity.  Bacitracin  zinc-polymyx¬ 
in  B  sulfate  ophthalmic  ointment  con¬ 
tains  in  each  gram  500  units  of  bacitracin 
and  10,000  units  of  polymyxin  B  in  a 
suitable  and  harmless  ointment  base.  Its 
bacitracin  content  is  satisfactory  if  it  is 
not  less  than  90  percent  and  not  more 
than  120  percent  of  the  number  of  units 
of  bacitracin  that  it  is  represented  to 
contain.  Its  polymyxin  B  content  is  satis¬ 
factory  if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent 
and  not  more  than  120  percent  of  the 
number  of  units  of  polymyxin  B  that  it 
is  represented  to  contain.  It  is  sterile.  Its 
moisture  content  is  not  more  than  0.5 
percent.  It  passes  the  test  for  metal  par¬ 
ticles.  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  conforms 
to  the  standards  prescribed  by  §  448.13a 
(a)(1).  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used 
conforms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
§  448.30a(a)(D. 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  432.5 
of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain : 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  making 
the  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on 
drying.  pH,  zinc  content,  and  identity. 

(b)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  hi 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss 
on  drying,  pH.  and  identity. 

(c)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
polymyxin  B  content,  sterility,  moisture, 
and  metal  particles. 

(ii)  Samples  required : 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  batch: 

(1)  For  all  tests  except  sterility:  A 
minimum  of  17  immediate  containers. 

(2)  For  sterility  testing:  20  immediate 
containers,  collected  at  regular  intervals 
throughout  each  filling  operation. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1> 
Potency — (i)  Bacitracin  content.  Proceed 
as  directed  in  S  436.105  of  this  chapter, 
preparing  the  sample  for  assay  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Place  an  accurately  weighed  rep¬ 
resentative  portion  of  the  sample  into 
a  separatory  funnel  containing  approx¬ 
imately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
0.011V  hydrochloric  acid  and  shake  well. 
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Allow  the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the 
acid  layer  and  repeat  the  extraction  pro¬ 
cedure  with  each  of  three  more  20-  to 
25 -milliliter  quantities  of  0.01  IV  hydro¬ 
chloric  acid.  Combine  the  acid  extractives 
in  a  suitable  volumetric  flask  and  dilute 
to  volume  with  0.01JV  hydrochloric  acid. 
(If  the  bacitracin  content  is  less  than  100 
units  per  milliliter  in  0.01AT  hydrochloric 
acid,  add  sufficient  additional  hydrochlo¬ 
ric  acid  to  each  concentration  of  the 
standard  response  line  so  that  each 
standard  solution  contains  the  same 
amount  of  acid  as  the  final  sample  solu¬ 
tion.)  Remove  an  aliquot  and  further 
dilute  with  solution  1  to  the  reference 
concentration  of  1.0  unit  of  bacitracin 
per  milliliter  (estimated) . 

(ii)  Polymyxin  B  content.  Proceed  as 
directed  in  §  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  separa¬ 
tory  funnel  containing  approximately  50 
milliliters  of  peroxide-free  ether.  Shake 
the  sample  and  ether  until  homogeneous. 
Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of  10  percent 
potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solu¬ 
tion  6)  and  shake  well.  Allow  the  layers 
to  separate.  Remove  the  buffer  layer  and 
repeat  the  extraction  procedure  with 
each  of  three  more  20-  to  25-milliliter 
quantities  of  solution  6.  Combine  the 
buffer  extractives  in  a  suitable  volumet¬ 
ric  flask  and  dilute  to  volume  with  solu¬ 
tion  6.  Remove  an  aliquot  and  further 
dilute  with  solution  6  to  the  reference 
concentration  of  10  units  of  polymyxin 
B  per  milliliter  (estimated) . 

(2)  Sterility.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.20  of  this  chapter,  using  the  method 
described  in  paragraph  (e)(3)  of  that 
section. 

(3)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
S  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

(4)  Metal  particles.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  {  436.206  of  this  chapter. 

12.  Section  448.313b,  as  revised  and  re¬ 
designated  from'  former  f  448.313,  is 
added  to  read  as  follows : 

§  448.313b  Bacitracin  zinc -neomycin 
sulfate-polymyxin  B  sulfate  ophthal¬ 
mic  ointment ;  bacitracin  zinc-neo¬ 
mycin  sulfate-polymyxin  B  sulfate- 
hydrocortisone  ophthalmic  ointment. 

,  (a)  Requirements  for  certification — 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  sine -neomy¬ 
cin  sulfate-polymyxin  B  sulfate  ophthal¬ 
mic  ointment  is  bacitracin  zinc,  neomy¬ 
cin  sulfate,  and  polymyxin  B  sulfate  in  a 
suitable  and  harmless  ointment  base. 
Each  gram  contains: 

(i)  400  units  of  bacitracin,  3.5  milli¬ 
grams  of  neomycin,  5,000  units  of  poly¬ 
myxin  B  with  or  without  10  milligrams  of 
hydrocortisone  acetate;  or 
•  (ii)  500  units  of  bacitracin,  3.0  milli¬ 
grams  of  neomycin,  and  10,000  units  of 
polymyxin  B. 

Its  bacitracin  content  is  satisfactory  if  it 
is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not  more 
than  140  percent  of  the  number  of  units 
of  bacitracin  that  it  is  represented  to 
contain.  Its  neomycin  content  is  satis¬ 
factory  if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent 
and  not  more  than  140  percent  of  the 


number  of  milligrams  of  neomycin  that 
it  is  represented  to  contain.  Its  polymy¬ 
xin  B  content  is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not 
less  than  90  percent  and  not  more  than 
140  percent  of  the  number  of  units  of 
polymyxin  B  that  it  is  represented  to 
contain.  It  is  sterile.  Its  moisture  content 
is  not  more  than  0.5  percent.  It  passes 
the  test  for  metal  particles.  The  bacitra¬ 
cin  zinc  used  conforms  to  the  standards 
prescribed  by  S  448.13a(a)  (1).  The  neo¬ 
mycin  sulfate  used  conforms  to  the 
standards  prescribed  by  §  444.42a(a)  (1) 
of  this  chapter,  except  pyrogens.  The 
polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  conforms  to 
the  standards  prescribed  by  8  448.30a(a) 
(1),  except  pyrogens,  residue  on  ignition, 
and  heavy  metals. 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  432.5 
of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification ;  samples . 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  8  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  making 
the  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on 
drying,  pH,  zinc  content,  and  identity. 

(b  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  th3  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss 
on  drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  safety, 
loss  on  drying,  pH,  and  Identity. 

(d)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
neomycin  content,  polymyxin  B  con¬ 
tent,  sterility,  moisture,  and  metal  par¬ 
ticles. 

(ii)  Samples  required: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  approximately  1.0  gram. 

<b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(d)  The  batch: 

(1)  For  all  tests  except  sterility:  A 
minimum  of  17  immediate  containers. 

(2)  For  sterility  testing:  20  immediate 
containers,  collected  at  regular  inter¬ 
vals  throughout  each  filling  operation. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency — (i)  Bacitracin  content.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  in  8  436.105  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  preparing  the  sample  for  assay  as 
follows:  Place  an  accurately  weighed 
representative  portion  of  the  sample  into 
a  separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
0.0 IN  hydrochloric  acid  and  shake  well. 
Allow  the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the 
acid  layer  and  repeat  the  extraction  pro¬ 
cedure  witlTeach  of  three  more  20-  to  25- 
milliliter  quantities  of  0.01N  hydrochloric 
acid.  Combine  the  acid  extractives  in  a 
suitable  volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to 
volume  with  0.01N  hydrochloric  acid.  (If 
the  bacitracin  content  is  less  than  100 
units  per  milliliter  in  0.01N  hydrochloric 
acid,  add  sufficient  additional  hydro¬ 
chloric  acid  to  each  concentration  of  the 
standard  response  line  so  that  each 


standard  solution  contains  the  same 
amount  of  acid  as  the  1.0  unit  per  milli¬ 
liter  sample  solution.)  Remove  an  aliquot 
and  further  dilute  with  1  percent  potas¬ 
sium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solution 
1)  to  the  reference  concentration  of  1.0 
unit  of  bacitracin  per  milliliter  (esti¬ 
mated). 

(ii)  Neomycin  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  8  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  separa¬ 
tory  funnel  containing  approximately  50 
milliliters  of  peroxide -free  ether.  Shake 
the  sample  and  ether  until  homogeneous. 
Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of  0.01M  potas¬ 
sium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0  (solution 
3),  and  shake  well.  Allow  the  layers  to 
separate.  Remove  the  buffer  layer  and 
repeat  the  extraction  procedure’  with 
each  of  three  more  20-  to  25-milliliter 
quantities  of  solution  3.  Combine  the 
buffer  extractives  in  a  suitable  volumet¬ 
ric  flask  and  dilute  to  volume  with  solu¬ 
tion  3.  Remove  an  aliquot  and  further 
dilute  with  solution  3  to  the  reference 
concentration  of  1.0  microgram  of  neo¬ 
mycin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(ill)  Polymyxin  B  content.  Proceed  as 
directed  in  8  436.105  of  this  chapter,  ex¬ 
cept  add  to  each  concentration  of  the 
polymyxin  B  standard  response  line  a 
quantity  of  neomycin  to  yield  the  same 
concentration  of  neomycin  as  that  pres¬ 
ent  when  the  sample  is  diluted  to  contain 
10  units  of  polymyxin  B  per  milliliter. 
Prepare  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  separa¬ 
tory  funnel  containing  approximately  50 
milliliters  of  peroxide-free  ether.  Shake 
the  sample  and  ether  until  homogeneous. 
Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of  10  percent  po¬ 
tassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solu¬ 
tion  6) ,  and  shake  well.  Allow  the  layers 
to  separate.  Remove  the  buffer  layer  and 
repeat  the  extraction  procedure  with 
each  of  3  more  20-  to  25-milliliter  quan¬ 
tities  of  solution  6.  Combine  the  buffer 
extractives  in  a  suitable  volumetric  flask 
and  dilute  to  volume  with  solution  6. 
Remove  an  aliquot  and  further  dilute 
with  solution  6  to  the  reference  concen¬ 
tration  of  10  units  of  polymyxin  B  per 
milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Sterility.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
8  436.20  of  this  chapter,  using  the  meth¬ 
od  described  in  paragraph  (e)  (3)  of  that 
section. 

(3)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

(4)  Metal  particles.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  8  436.206  of  this  chapter. 

13.  Section  448.510a  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  448.510a  Bacitracin  ointment. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  ointment  is 
composed  of  500  units  of  bacitracin  per 
gram  in  a  suitable  ointment  base.  It  may 
contain  a  suitable  local  anesthetic.  Its 
potency  is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not  less 
than  90  percent  and  not  more  than  140 
percent  of  the  number  of  units  of  baci¬ 
tracin  that  it  is  represented  to  contain. 
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Its  moisture  content  is  not  more  than  0.5 
percent.  The  bacitracin  used  conforms  to 
the  standards  prescribed  by  8  448.10(a) 

(1) ,  except  safety. 

(2)  Labeling — (i)  On  the  label  of  the 
immediate  container  and  on  the  out¬ 
side  wrapper  or  container,  if  any: 

(a)  The  batch  mark. 

(b)  The  name  and  quantity  of  each 
active  ingredient  contained  in  the  drug. 

(c)  An  expiration  date  that  conforms 
to  the  requirements  prescribed  by  8  432.- 
5(a)  (3)  of  this  chapter. 

(ii)  On  the  label  of  the  immediate  con¬ 
tainer  or  other  labeling  attached  to  or 
within  the  package,  adequate  directions 
under  which  the  layman  can  use  the  drug 
safely  and  efficaciously. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  8  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(1)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  used  in  making  the 
batch  for  potency,  loss  on  drying,  pH, 
and  identity. 

(b)  The  batch  for  potency  and  moist¬ 
ure. 

(ii)  Samples  required: 

(o)  The  bacitracin  used  in  making  the 
batch:  10  packages,  each  containing  ap¬ 
proximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  six  im¬ 
mediate  containers. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Proceed  as  directed  for  baci¬ 
tracin  zinc  in  8  436.105  of  this  chapter, 
preparing  the  sample  for  assay  as  fol¬ 
lows  :  Place  an  accurately  weighed  repre¬ 
sentative  portion  of  the  sample  into  a 
separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
1  percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH 
6.0  (solution  1)  and  shake  well.  Allow  the 
layers  to  separate.  Remove  the  buffer 
layer  and  repeat  the  extraction  proce¬ 
dure  with  each  of  three  more  20-  to  25- 
milllliter  quantities  of  solution  1.  Com¬ 
bine  the  buffer  extractives  in  a  suitable 
volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to  volume 
with  solution  1.  Remove  an  aliquot,  add 
sufficient  hydrochloric  acid  so  that  the 
amount  of  acid  In  the  final  solution  will 
be  the  same  as  in  the  reference  concen¬ 
tration  of  the  working  standard  and  fur¬ 
ther  dilute  with  solution  1  to  the  refer¬ 
ence  concentration  of  1.0  unit  of  baci¬ 
tracin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
8  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

§  148.510b  [Revoked] 

14.  Section  448.510b  Bacitracin-tyro - 
thricin  ointment  is  revoked,  and  the  sec¬ 
tion  designation  is  reserved. 

§  418.510c  [Revoked] 

15.  Section  448.510c  Bacitracin-poly¬ 
myxin  ointment:  zinc  bacitracin-poly¬ 
myxin  ointment  is  revoked,  and  the  sec¬ 
tion  designation  is  reserved. 

16.  Section  448.510d  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows:  * 

§  448.5 lOd  Bacitracin-neomycin  sulfa  to 
ointment. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(l)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 


ity.  and  purity.  Bacitracin-neomycin  sul¬ 
fate  ointment  contains  bacitracin  and 
neomycin  sulfate  in  a  suitable  ointment 
base.  Each  gram  contains  500  units  of 
bacitracin  and  3.5  milligrams  of  neo¬ 
mycin.  Its  bacitracin  content  is  satisfac¬ 
tory  if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent  and 
not  more  than  130  percent  of  the  number 
of  units  of  bacitracin  that  it  is  repre¬ 
sented  to  contain.  Its  neomycin  content 
is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not  less  than  90 
percent  and  not  more  than  130  percent 
of  the  number  of  milligrams  of  neomycin 
that  it  is  represented  to  contain.  The 
moisture  content  is  not  more  than  0.5 
percent.  The  bacitracin  used  conforms 
to  the  standards  prescribed  by  8  448.10 
(a)(1),  except  safety.  The  neomycin  sul¬ 
fate  used  conforms  to  the  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  §  444.42(a)  (1)  of  this  chapter, 
except  safety. 

(2)  Labeling — (i)  On  the  label  of  the 
immediate  container  and  on  the  outside 
wrapper  or  container,  if  any: 

(a)  The  batch  mark. 

(b)  The  name  and  quantity  of  each 
active  ingredient  contained  in  the  drug. 

(c)  An  expiration  date  that  conforms 
(a)(3)  of  this  chapter. 

to  the  requirements  prescribed  by  5  432.5 

(ii)  On  the  label  of  the  immediate 
container  or  other  labeling  attached  to 
or  within  the  package,  adequate  direc¬ 
tions  under  which  the  layman  can  use 
the  drug  safely  and  efficaciously. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  8  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  used  in  making  the 
batch  for  potency,  loss  on  drying,  pH, 
and  identity. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch  for  potency  loss  on  drying, 
pH,  and  identity. 

(c)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
neomycin  content,  and  moisture. 

(ii)  Samples  required: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  used  in  making 
the  batch:  10  packages,  each  containing 
approximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  contain¬ 
ing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  six  im¬ 
mediate  containers:. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency — (i)  Bacitracin  content.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  for  bacitracin  zinc  in 
S  436.105  of  this  chapter,  preparing  the 
sample  for  assay  as  follows:  Place  an  ac¬ 
curately  weighed  representative  portion 
of  the  sample  into  a  separatory  funnel 
containing  approximately  50  milliliters 
of  peroxide-free  ether.  Shake  the  sample 
and  ether  until  homogeneous.  Add  20  to 
25  milliliters  of  1  percent  potassium 
phosphate  buffer.  pH  6.0  (solution  1), 
and  shake  well.  Allow  the  layers  to 
separate.  Remove  the  buffer  layer  and 
repeat  the  extraction  procedure  with 
each  of  three  more  20-  to  25-millillter 
quantities  of  solution  1.  Combine  the 
buffer  extractives  in  a  suitable  volumetric 
flask  and  dilute  to  volume  with  solution 
1.  Remove  an  aliquot,  add  sufficient  hy¬ 
drochloric  acid  so  that  the  amount  of 
acid  in  the  final  solution  will  be  the  same 
as  in  the  reference  concentration  of  the 


working  standard  and  further  dilute  with 
solution  1  to  the  reference  concentration 
of  1.0  unit  of  bacitracin  per  milliliter 
(estimated). 

(ii)  Neomycin  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  8  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  separa¬ 
tory  funnel  containing  approximately  50 
milliliters  of  peroxide-free  ether.  Shake 
the  sample  and  ether  until  homogeneous. 
Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of  0.1M  potassium 
phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0  (solution  3), 
and  shake  well.  Allow  the  layers  to 
separate.  Remove  the  buffer  layer  and 
repeat  the  extraction  procedure  with 
each  of  three  more  20-  to  25-millillter 
quantities  of  solution  3.  Combine  the 
buffer  extractives  in  a  suitable  volumetric 
flask  and  dilute  to  volume  with  solution 
3.  Remove  an  aliquot  and  further  dilute 
with  solution  3  to  the  reference  concen¬ 
tration  of  1.0  microgram  of  neomycin  per 
milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
8  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

17.  Section  448.510e  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  448.510e  Bacitracin-neomycin  sulfate- 
polymyxin  B  sulfate  ointment. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality .  and  purity.  Bacitracin -neomy¬ 
cin  sulfate-polymyxin  B  sulfate  oint¬ 
ment,  in  a  suitable  and  harmless  oint¬ 
ment  base,  contains  in  each  gram  the 
following: 

(1)  500  units  of  bacitracin,  3.5  milli¬ 
grams  of  neomycin,  and  5,000  units  of 
polymyxin  B;  or 

(ii)  400  units  of  bacitracin,  3.5  milli¬ 
grams  of  neomycin,  and  5,000  units  of 
polymyxin  B: 

It  may  contain  a  suitable  local  anesthet¬ 
ic.  Its  bacitracin  content  Is  satisfactory 
if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not 
more  than  130  percent  of  the  number  of 
units  of  bacitracin  that  It  is  represented 
to  contain.  Its  neomycin  content  is  satis¬ 
factory  If  it  Is  not  less  than  90  percent 
and  not  more  tha  130  percent  of  the 
number  of  milligrams  of  neomycin  that 
it  Is  represented  to  contain.  Its  poly¬ 
myxin  B  content  is  satisfactory  if  It  Is 
not  less  than  90  percent  and  not  more 
than  130  percent  of  the  number  of  units 
of  polymyxin  B  that  It  is  represented  to 
contain.  Its  moisture  content  is  not  more 
than  0.5  percent.  The  bacitracin  used 
conforms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
8  448.10(a)(1),  except  safety.  The  eno- 
mycin  sulfate  used  conforms  to  the 
standards  prescribed  by  8  444.42(a)  (1) 
of  this  chapter,  except  safety.  The  poly¬ 
myxin  B  sulfate  used  conforms  to  the 
standards  prescribed  by  8  448.30(a)  (1), 

avo pnf  CsofpHl 

(2)  Labeling— a)  On  the  label  of  the 
immediate  container  and  on  the  outside 
wrapper  or  container,  if  any: 

(a)  The  batch  mark. 

(b)  The  name  and  quantity  of  each 
ingredient  contained  in  the  drug. 

(c)  An  expiration  date  that  conforms 
to  the  requirements  prescribed  by 
§  432.5(a)  (3)  of  this  chapter. 
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(ii)  On  the  label  of  the  immediate  con¬ 
tainer  or  other  labeling  attached  to  or 
within  the  package,  adequate  directions 
under  which  the  layman  can  use  the  drug 
safely  and  efficaciously. 

(3)  Requests  for  certifications;  sam¬ 
ples.  In  addition  to  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  request  shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  used  in  making  the 
batch  for  potency,  loss  on  drying,  pH,  and 
identity. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  loss  on 
drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  loss  on 
drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

id)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
neomycin  content,  polymyxin  B  content, 
and  moisture. 

( ii )  Samples  required : 

(a)  The  bacitracin  used  in  making  the 
batch:  10  packages,  each  containing  ap¬ 
proximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

id)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  7  im¬ 
mediate  containers. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency — (i)  Bacitracin  content.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  for  bacitracin  zine  in 
f  436.105  of  this  chapter,  preparing  the 
sample  for  assay  as  follows:  Place  an 
accurately  weighed  representative  por¬ 
tion  of  the  sample  into  a  separatory  fun¬ 
nel  containing  approximately  50  milli¬ 
liters  of  peroxide-free  ether.  Shake  the 
sample  and  either  until  homogeneous. 
Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of  1.0  percent  pot¬ 
assium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solution 
1),  and  shake  well.  Allow  the  layers  to 
separate.  Remove  the  buffer  layer  and 
repeat  the  extraction  procedure  with 
each  of  three  more  20-  to  25-milliliter 
quantities  of  solution  1.  Combine  the 
buffer  extractives  in  a  suitable  volu¬ 
metric  flask  and  dilute  to  volume  with 
solution  1.  Remove  an  aliquot,  add  suffi¬ 
cient  hydrochloric  acid  so  that  the 
amount  of  acid  in  the  final  solution  will 
be  the  same  as  in  the  reference  concen¬ 
tration  of  the  working  standard  and  fur¬ 
ther  dilute  with  solution  1  to  the  refer¬ 
ence  concentration  of  1.0  unit  of  baci¬ 
tracin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(ii)  Neomycin  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  separa¬ 
tory  funnel  containing  approximately  50 
milliliters  of  peroxide-free  ether.  Shake 
the  sample  and  etheruntil  homogeneous. 
Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of  0.1M  potassium 
phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0  (solution  3), 
and  shake  well.  Allow  the  layers  to  sepa¬ 
rate.  Remove  the  buffer  layer  and  repeat 
the  extraction  procedure  with  each  of 
three  more  20-  to  25 -milliliter  quantities 
of  solution  3.  Combine  the  buffer  extrac¬ 
tives  in  a  suitable  volumertic  flask  and 
dilute  to  volume  with  solution  3.  Remove 


an  aliquot  and  further  dilute  with  solu¬ 
tion  3  to  the  reference  concentration  of 
1.0  microgram  of  neomycin  per  milliliter 
(estimated). 

(ill)  Polymyxin  B  content.  Proceed  as 
directed  in  §  436.105  of  this  chapter,  ex¬ 
cept  add  to  each  concentration  of  the 
polymyxin  B  standard  response  line  a 
quantity  of  neomycin  to  yield  the  same 
concentration  of  neomycin  as  that  pres¬ 
ent  when  the  sample  is  diluted  to  contain 
10  units  of  polymyxin  B  per  milliliter. 
Prepare  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows : 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  represent¬ 
ative  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  sepa¬ 
ratory  funnel  containing  approximately 
50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free  ether. 
Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until  homo¬ 
geneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of  10 
percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH 
6.0  (solution  6),  and  shake  well.  Allow 
the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the  buf¬ 
fer  layer  and  repeat  the  extraction  pro¬ 
cedure  with  each  of  three  more  20-  to 
25-milliliter  quantities  of  solution  6. 
Combine  the  buffer  extractives  in  a  suit¬ 
able  volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to  vol¬ 
ume  with  solution  6.  Remove  an  aliquot 
and  further  dilute  with  solution  6  to  the 
reference  concentration  of  10  units  of 
polymyxin  B  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
S  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

§  448.5101  [Revoked] 

18.  Section  448.510f  Bacitracin- neo¬ 
mycin-polymyxin  powder  topical;  zinc 
bacitracin-neomycin -polymyxin  powder 
topical  is  revoked. 

19.  Section  448.513  is  added  to  read  as 
set  forth  below. 

§  448.513  Bacitracin  zinc  dermatologic 
dosage  forms. 

20.  Section  448.513a  is  added  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  448.513a  Bacitracin  /,inc-pol>  mvxin  B 
sulfate  ointment. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  zinc-polymy¬ 
xin  B  sulfate  ointment  contains  baci¬ 
tracin  zinc  and  polymyxin  B  sulfate  in  a 
suitable  and  harmless  ointment  base. 
Each  gram  contains  500  units  of  bacitra¬ 
cin  and  10,000  units  of  polymyxin  B.  Its 
bacitracin  content  is  satisfactory  if  it  is 
not  less  than  90  percent  and  not  more 
than  120  percent  of  the  number  of  units 
of  bacitracin  that  it  is  represented  to 
contain.  Its  polymyxin  B  content  is  sat¬ 
isfactory  if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent 
and  not  more  than  120  percent  of  the 
number  of  units  of  polymyxin  B  that  it 
is  represented  to  contain.  Its  moisture 
content  is  not  more  than  0.5  percent. 
The  bacitracin  zinc  used  conforms  to  the 
standards  prescribed  by  8  448.13(a)(1), 
except  safety.  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate 
used  conforms  to  the  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  8  448.30(a)  (1),  except  safety. 

(2)  Labeling — (i)  On  the  label  of  the 
Immediate  container  and  on  the  outside 
wrapper  or  container,  if  any : 

(a)  The  batch  mark. 

(b)  The  name  and  quantity  of  each 
active  ingredient  contained  in  the  drug. 


(c)  An  expiration  date  that  conforms 
to  the  requirements  prescribed  by  8  432.5 
(a)  (3)  of  this  chapter. 

(ii)  On  the  label  of  the  immediate  con¬ 
tainer  or  other  labeling  attached  to  or 
within  the  package,  adequate  directions 
under  which  the  layman  can  use  the  drug 
safely  and  efficaciously. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification:  sam¬ 
ples.  In  addition  to  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch  for  potency,  loss  on  drying. 
pH,  zinc  content,  and  identity. 

(b)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  loss  on 
drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(c)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
polymyxin  B  content,  and  moisture. 

<ii)  Samples  required: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  equal  portions  of  approximately 
1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  six  im¬ 
mediate  containers. 

<b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency — (i)  Bacitracin  content.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  in  8  436.105  of  this 
chapter,  preparing  the  sample  for  assay 
as  follows: 

(a)  If  the  ointment  is  not  water  mis¬ 
cible.  Place  an  accurately  weighed  rep¬ 
resentative  portion  of  the  sample  into  a 
separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
0.017V  hydrochloric  acid  and  shake  well. 
Allow  the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the 
acid  layer  and  repeat  the  extraction  pro¬ 
cedure  with  each  of  three  more  20-  to  25- 
milliliter  quantities  of  0.017V  hydrochloric 
acid.  Combine  the  acid  extractives  in  a 
suitable  volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to 
volume  with  0.017V  hydrochloric  acid.  (If 
the  bacitracin  content  is  less  than  100 
units  per  milliliter  in  0.017V  hydrochloric 
acid,  add  sufficient  additional  hydro¬ 
chloride  acid  to  each  concentration  of 
the  standard  response  line  so  that  each 
standard  solution  contains  the  same 
amount  of  acid  as  the  1.0  unit  per  milli¬ 
liter  sample  solution.)  Remove  an  aliquot 
and  further  dilute  with  1.0  percent  po¬ 
tassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solu¬ 
tion  1) ,  to  the  reference  concentration  of 
1.0  unit  of  bacitracin  per  milliliter  (es¬ 
timated). 

(b)  If  the  ointment  is  water  miscible. 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  high¬ 
speed  glass  blender  jar  containing  1.0 
milliliter  polysorbate  80  and  sufficient 
solution  1  to  give  a  stock  solution  of  con¬ 
venient  concentration.  Blend  for  3  to  5 
minutes.  Remove  an  aliquot,  add  suffi¬ 
cient  hydrochloric  acid  so  that  the 
amount  of  acid  in  the  final  solution  will 
be  the  same  as  in  the  reference  concen¬ 
tration  of  the  working  standard  and 
further  dilute  with  solution  1  to  the 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  4),  NO  138 — FRIDAY,  JULY  16,  1976 


PROPOSED  RULES 


29421 


reference  concentration  of  1.0  unit  of 
bacitracin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(ii)  Polymyxin  B  content.  Proceed  as 
directed  in  5  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 

(a)  If  the  ointment  is  not  water  mis¬ 
cible.  Place  an  accurately  weighed  rep¬ 
resentative  portion  of  the  sample  into  a 
separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
10  percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer, 
pH  6.0  (solution  6),  and  shake  well.  Al¬ 
low  the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the 
buffer  layer  and  repeat  the  extraction 
procedure  with  each  of  three  more  20-  to 
25-milliliter  quantities  of  solution  6. 
Combine  the  buffer  extractives  in  a  suit¬ 
able  volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to  volume 
with  solution  6.  Remove  an  aliquot  and 
further  dilute  with  solution  6  to  the  ref¬ 
erence  concentration  of  10  units  of  poly¬ 
myxin  B  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

( b )  If  the  ointment  is  water  miscible. 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  high¬ 
speed  glass  lbender  jar  containing  1.0 
milliliter  polysorbate  80  and  sufficient  10 
percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH 
6.0  (solution  6),  to  give  a  stock  solution 
of  convenient  concentration.  Blend  for  3 
to  5  minutes.  Remove  an  aliquot  and 
further  dilute  with  solution  6  to  the  ref¬ 
erence  concentration  of  10  units  of  poly¬ 
myxin  B  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

21.  Section  448.513b  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  448.513b  Bacitracin  zinc-neomycin 
sulfate  ointment. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  zinc-neo¬ 
mycin  sulfate  ointment  contains  bacitra¬ 
cin  zinc  and  neomycin  sulfate  in  a  suit¬ 
able  and  harmless  ointment  base.  Each 
gram  contains  500  units  of  bacitracin 
and  3.5  milligrams  of  neomycin.  Its  baci¬ 
tracin  content  is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not 
less  than  90  percent  and  not  more  than 
130  percent  of  the  number  of  units  of 
bacitracin  that  it  is  represented  to  con¬ 
tain.  Its  neomycin  content  is  satisfactory 
if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not 
more  than  130  percent  of  the  number  of 
milligrams  of  neomycin  that  it  is  repre¬ 
sented  to  contain.  Its  moisture  content 
is  not  more  than  0.5  percent.  The  baci¬ 
tracin  zinc  used  conforms  to  the  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  8  448.13(a)  (1),  except 
safety.  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  con¬ 
forms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
§  444.42(a)  (1)  of  this  chapter,  except 
safety. 

(2)  Labeling — (i)  On  the  label  of  the 
Immediate  container  and  on  the  outside 
wrapper  or  container,  if  any: 

(a)  The  batch  mark. 

(b)  The  name  and  quantity  of  each 
active  ingredient  contained  in  the  drug. 

(c)  An  expiration  date  that  conforms 
to  the  requirements  prescribed  by  8  432.5 
(a)  (3)  of  this  chapter. 

(li)  On  the  label  of  the  Immediate 
container  or  other  labeling  attached  to 


or  within  the  package,  adequate  direc¬ 
tions  under  which  the  layman  can  use 
the  drug  safely  and  efficaciously. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification; 
samples.  In  addition  to  complying  with 
the  requirements  of  g  431.1  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on : 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch  for  potency,  loss  on  dry¬ 
ing,  pH,  zinc  content,  and  identity. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  loss  on 
drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(c)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
neomycin  content,  and  moisture. 

(ii)  Samples  required: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  six  im¬ 
mediate  containers. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency — (i)  Bacitracin  content.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  in  8  436.105  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  preparing  the  sample  for  assay  as 
follows: 

(a)  If  the  ointment  is  not  water  mis¬ 
cible.  Place  an  accurately  weighed  repre¬ 
sentative  portion  of  the  sample  into  a 
separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters 
of  0.017V  hydrochloric  acid  and  shake 
well.  Allow  the  layers  to  separate.  Re¬ 
move  the  acid  layer  and  repeat  the  ex¬ 
traction  procedure  with  each  of  three 
more  20-  to  25-mllliliter  quantities  of 
0.01AT  hydrochloric  acid.  Combine  the 
acid  extractives  in  a  suitable  volumetric 
flask  and  dilute  to  volume  with  0.017V 
hydrochloric  acid.  (If  the  bacitracin  con¬ 
tent  is  less  than  100  units  per  milliliter 
in  0.017V  hydrochloric  acid,  add  sufficient 
additional  hydrochloric  acid  to  each  con¬ 
centration  of  the  standard  response  line 
so  that  each  standard  solution  will  have 
the  same  amount  of  acid  as  the  final 
sample  solution.)  Remove  an  aliquot  and 
further  dilute  with  1  percent  potassium 
phosphate  buffer.  pH  6  0  (solution  1),  to 
the  reference  concentration  of  1.0  unit 
of  bacitracin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(b)  If  the  ointment  is  water  miscible. 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  high¬ 
speed  glass  blender  jar  containing  1.0 
milliliter  polysorbate  80  and  sufficient 
1  percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer. 
pH  6.0  (solution  1),  to  give  a  stock  solu¬ 
tion  of  convenient  concentration.  Blend 
for  3  to  5  minutes.  Remove  an  aliquot, 
add  sufficient  hydrochloric  acid  so  that 
the  amount  of  acid  in  the  final  solution 
will  be  the  same  as  in  the  reference  con¬ 
centration  of  the  working  standard  and 
further  dilute  with  solution  1  to  the  ref¬ 
erence  concentration  of  1.0  unit  of  baci¬ 
tracin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(ii)  Neomycin  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  8  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 

(a)  If  the  ointment  is  not  water  misci¬ 
ble.  Place  an  accurately  weighed  repre¬ 


sentative  portion  of  the  sample  Into  a 
separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters 
of  O.ITtf  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH 
8.0  (solution  3),  and  shake  well.  Allow 
the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the  buffer 
layer  and  repeat  the  extraction  proce¬ 
dure  with  each  of  three  more  20-  to  25- 
milliliter  quantities  of  solution  3.  Com¬ 
bine  the  buffer  extractives  in  a  suitable 
volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to  volume 
with  solution  3.  Remove  an  aliquot  and 
further  dilute  with  solution  3  to  the  ref¬ 
erence  concentration  of  1.0  microgram  of 
neomycin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(b)  If  the  ointment  is  water  miscible. 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  high¬ 
speed-  glass  blender  jar  containing  1.0 
milliliter  polysorbate  80  and  sufficient 
0.17W  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0 
(solution  3),  to  give  a  stock  solution  of 
convenient  concentration.  Blend  for  3  to 
5  minutes.  Remove  an  aliquot  and  fur¬ 
ther  dilute  with  solution  3  to  the  refer¬ 
ence  concentration  of  1.0  microgram  of 
neomycin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

22.  Section  448.513c  is  added  to  read 
as  follows : 

§  448.513c  Bacitracin  zinc-neomycin 
sulfate-polymyxin  B  sulfate  oint¬ 
ment;  bacitracin  zinc-neomycin  sul¬ 
fate-polymyxin  B  sulfate  hydrocorti¬ 
sone  ointment. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  This  drug,  in  a  suitable 
and  harmless  ointment  base,  contains 
in  each  gram  the  following: 

(1)  400  units  of  bacitracin,  3.0  milli¬ 
grams  of  neomycin,  8,000  units  of  poly¬ 
myxin  B;  or 

(ii)  400  units  of  bacitracin,  3.5  milli¬ 
grams  of  neomycin,  5.000  units  of  poly¬ 
myxin  B  with  and  without  10  milligrams 
of  hydrocortisone  acetate. 

Its  bacitracin  content  is  satisfactory  if  it 
is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not  more 
than  130  percent  of  the  number  of  units 
of  bacitracin  that  it  is  represented  to 
contain.  Its  neomycin  content  is  satis¬ 
factory  if  it  is  not  less  than  90  percent 
and  not  more  than  130  percent  of  the 
number  of  milligrams  of  neomycin  that 
it  is  represented  to  contain.  Its  poly¬ 
myxin  B  content  is  satisfactory  if  it  is 
not  less  than  90  percent  and  not  more 
than  130  percent  of  the  number  of  units 
of  polymyxin  B  that  it  is  represented  to 
contain.  Its  moisture  content  is  not  more 
than  0.5  percent.  The  bacitracin  zinc  used 
conforms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
8  448.13(a)(1),  except  safety  The  neo¬ 
mycin  sulfate  used  conforms  to  the 
standards  prescribed  by  f  444.42(a)  (1)  of 
this  chapter,  except  safety.  The  poly¬ 
myxin  B  sulfate  used  conforms  to  the 
standards  perscribed  by  8  448.30(a)(1), 
except  safety. 

(2)  Labeling.  If  it  contains  a  steroid, 
it  shall  be  labeled  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  8  432.5  of  this  chapter.  If 
it  does  not  contain  a  steroid,  each  pack- 
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age  shall  bear  on  its  label  or  labeling,  as 
hereinafter  Indicated,  the  following: 

(i)  The  batch  mark. 

(li)  The  name  and  quantity  of  each 
active  ingredient  contained  in  the  drug. 

(iii)  An  expiration  date  that  conforms 
to  the  requirements  prescribed  by  S  432.5 

(a)  (3)  of  this  chapter. 

(iv)  On  the  label  of  the  immediate  con¬ 
tainer  or  other  labeling  attached  to  or 
within  the  package,  adequate  directions 
under  which  the  layman  can  use  the 
drug  safely  and  efficaciously. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(1)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch  for  potency,  loss  on  drying, 
pH,  zinc  content,  and  identity. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch  for  potency,  loss  on  drying, 
pH,  and  Identity. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  loss  on 
drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

<d)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
neomycin  content,  polymyxin  B  content, 
and  moisture. 

(li)  Samples  required : 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(d)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  7  im¬ 
mediate  containers. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency — (i)  Bacitracin  content.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  in  §  436.105  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  preparing  the  sample  for  assay  as 
follows: 

(a)  If  the  ointment  is  not  water  misci¬ 
ble.  Place  an  accurately  weighed  repre¬ 
sentative  portion  of  the  sample  into  a 
separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
0.0 11V  hydrochloric  acid  and  shake  well. 
Allow  the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the 
acid  layer  and  repeat  the  extraction  pro¬ 
cedure  with  each  of  three  more  20-  to  25- 
milliliter  quantities  of  0.01N  hydro¬ 
chloric  acid.  Combine  the  acid  extrac¬ 
tives  in  a  suitable  volumetric  flask  and 
dilute  to  volume  with  0.01N  hydrochloric 
acid.  (If  the  bacitracin  content  is  less 
than  100  units  per  milliliter  in  0.011V 
hydrochloric  acid,  add  sufficient  addi¬ 
tional  hydrochloric  acid  to  each  concen¬ 
tration  of  the  standard  response  line  so 
that  each  standard  solution  contains  the 
same  amount  of  acid  as  the  1.0  unit  per 
milliliter  sample  solution.)  Remove  an 
aliquot  and  further  dilute  with  1.0  per¬ 
cent  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0 
(solution  1),  to  the  reference  concentra¬ 
tion  of  1.0  unit  of  bacitracin  per  milliliter 
(estimated) . 

(b)  If  the  ointment  is  water  miscible. 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 


tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  high¬ 
speed  glass  blender  jar  containing  1.0 
milliliter  polysorbate  80  and  sufficient  1 
percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH 
6.0  (solution  1)  to  give  a  stock  solution  of 
convenient  concentration.  Blend  for  3  to 
5  minutes.  Remove  an  aliquot,  add  suffi¬ 
cient  hydrochloric  acid  so  that  the 
amount  of  acid  in  the  final  solution  will 
be  the  same  as  in  the  reference  con¬ 
centration  of  the  working  standard  and 
further  dilute  with  solution  1  to  the  ref¬ 
erence  concentration  of  1.0  unit  of  bac¬ 
itracin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

<ii)  Neomycin  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows : 

(a)  If  the  ointment  is  not  water  mis¬ 
cible.  Place  an  accurately  weighed  repre¬ 
sentative  portion  of  the  sample  into  a 
separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
O.lAf  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0 
(solution  3),  and  shake  well.  Allow  the 
layers  to  separate.  Remove  the  buffer 
layer  and  repeat  the  extraction  procedure 
with  each  of  three  more  20-  to  25- 
milliliter  quantities  of  solution  3.  Com¬ 
bine  the  buffer  extractives  in  a  suitable 
volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to  volume 
with  solution  3.  Remove  an  aliquot  and 
further  dilute  with  solution  3  to  the  ref¬ 
erence  concentration  of  1.0  microgram  of 
neomycin  per  milliliter  (estimated) . 

(b)  If  the  ointment  is  water  miscible. 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  high¬ 
speed  glass  blender  jar  containing  1.0 
milliliter  of  polysorbate  80  and  sufficient 
0.1M  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0 
(solution  3),  to  give  a  stock  solution  of 
convenient  concentration.  Blend  for  3  to 
5  minutes.  Remove  an  aliquot  and  fur¬ 
ther  dilute  with  solution  3  to  the  refer¬ 
ence  concentration  of  1.0  microgram  of 
neomycin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(iii)  Polymyxin  B  content.  Proceed  as 
directed  in  §  436.105  of  this  chapter, 
except  add  to  each  concentration  of  the 
polymyxin  B  standard  response  line  a 
quantity  of  neomycin  to  yield  the  same 
concentration  of  neomycin  as  that  pres¬ 
ent  when  the  sample  is  diluted  to  con¬ 
tain  10  units  of  polymyxin  B  per  milli¬ 
liter.  Prepare  the  sample  for  assay  as 
follows : 

(a)  If  the  ointment  is  not  water  mis¬ 
cible.  Place  an  accurately  weighed  rep¬ 
resentative  portion  of  the  sample  into 
a  separatory  funnel  containing  approxi¬ 
mately  50  milliliters  of  peroxide-free 
ether.  Shake  the  sample  and  ether  until 
homogeneous.  Add  20  to  25  milliliters  of 
10  percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer, 
pH  6  0  (solution  6),  and  shake  well.  Al¬ 
low  the  layers  to  separate.  Remove  the 
buffer  layer  and  repeat  the  extraction 
procedure  with  each  of  three  more  20- 
to  25-milliliter  quantities  of  solution  6. 
Combine  the  buffer  extractives  In  a 
suitable  volumetric  flask  and  dilute  to 
volume  with  solution  6.  Remove  an  ali¬ 
quot  and  further  dilute  with  solution  6 
to  the  reference  concentration  of  10 
units  of  polymyxin  B  per  milliliter 
(estimated).  — 


(b)  If  the  ointment  is  water  miscible. 
Place  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  into  a  high¬ 
speed  glass  blender  jar  containing  1.0 
milliliter  polysorbate  80  and  sufficient 
10  percent  potassium  phosphate  buffer, 
pH  6.0  (solution  6) ,  to  give  a  stock  solu¬ 
tion  of  convenient  concentration.  Blend 
for  3  to  5  minutes.  Remove  an  aliquot 
and  further  dilute  with  solution  6  to  the 
reference  concentration  of  10  units  of 
polymyxin  B  per  milliliter  (estimlated) . 

(2)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

23.  Section  448.513d  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  448.513d  Bacitracin  Kinc-nconiycin 
vul fate- poly  my  x  in  B  aulfate  topical 
powder. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  zinc- 
neomycin  sulfate-polymyxin  B  sulfate 
topical  powder  contains  bacitracin  zinc, 
neomycin  sulfate,  and  polymyxin  B  sul¬ 
fate  in  a  suitable  and  harmless  base. 
Each  gram  contains  400  units  of  bacitra¬ 
cin,  3.5  milligrams  of  neomycin,  and 
5,000  units  of  polymyxin  B.  Its  bacitracin 
content  is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not  less 
than  90  percent  and  not  more  than  120 
percent  of  the  number  of  units  of  baci¬ 
tracin  that  it  is  represented  to  contain. 
Its  neomycin  content  is  satisfactory  if 
it  is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not 
more  than  140  percent  of  the  number  of 
milligrams  of  neomycin  that  it  is  rep¬ 
resented  to  contain.  Its  polymyxin  B 
content  is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not  less 
than  90  percent  and  not  more  than  120 
percent  of  the  number  of  units  of  poly¬ 
myxin  B  that  it  is  represented  to  con¬ 
tain.  Its  moisture  content  Is  not  more 
than  7.0  percent.  It  contains  not  more 
than  an  average  of  10  microorganisms 
per  gram.  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  con¬ 
forms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
S  448.13(a)  (1).  The  neomycin  sulfate 
used  conforms  to  the  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  §  444.42(a)  (1)  of  this  chapter. 
The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  conforms 
to  the  standards  prescribed  by  $  448.30 
(a)(1). 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  §  432.5 
of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  complying  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain : 

(1)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss 
on  drying,  pH,  zinc  content,  and  iden¬ 
tity. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on 
drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  In 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  safety, 
loss  on  drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(d)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
neomycin  content,  polymyxin  B  content, 
moisture,  and  a  microorganism  count 

(li)  Samples  required: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  In  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  approximately  1.0  gram. 
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(b>  The  nf^rnvcin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch :  10  packages,  each  contain¬ 
ing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 

( A )  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  12  im¬ 
mediate  containers. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency — (i)  Bacitracin  content.  Pro¬ 
ceed  as  directed  in  I  436.105  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  preparing  the  sample  for  assay  as 
follows:  Wash  an  accurately  weighed 
sample  (usually  2  grams)  into  a  100- 
milliliter  volumetric  flask  with  0.01N 
hydrochloric  acid.  Dilute  to  volume  with 
0.0  IN  hydrochloric  acid.  Further  dilute 
an  aliquot  with  solution  1  to  the  refer¬ 
ence  concentration  of  1.0  unit  of  bacitra¬ 
cin  per  milliliter  (estimated) . 

Note:  The  final  sample  solution  must  con¬ 
tain  the  same  amount  of  hydrochloric  acid 
as  the  reference  concentration  of  the  working 
standard. 

(ii)  Neomycin  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  §  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Blend  an  accurately  weighed  representa¬ 
tive  portion  of  the  sample  (usually  1 
gram)  for  3  to  5  minutes  in  sufficient 
O.lAf  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0 
(solution  3),  to  give  a  stock  solution  of 
convenient  concentration.  Further  dilute 
an  aliquot  of  the  stock  solution  with  so¬ 
lution  3  to  the  reference  concentration  of 
1.0  microgram  of  neomycin  per  milliliter 
(estimated) . 

(iii)  Polymyxin  B  content.  Proceed  as 
directed  in  8  436.105  of  this  chapter,  ex¬ 
cept  add  to  each  concentration  of  the 
polymyxin  B  standard  response  line  a 
quantity  of  neomycin  to  yield  the  same 
concentration  of  neomycin  as  that  pres¬ 
ent  when  the  sample  is  diluted  to  contain 
10  units  of  polymyxin  B  per  milliliter. 
Prepare  the  sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Dissolve  an  accurately  weighed  repre¬ 
sentative  portion  of  the  sample  (usually 
1  gram)  in  20  milliliters  of  sterile  dis¬ 
tilled  water.  Wash  into  an  appropriate¬ 
sized  volumetric  flask  with  10  percent 
potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (so¬ 
lution  6).  Further  dilute  with  solution  6 
to  the  reference  concentration  of  10  units 
of  polymyxin  B  per  milliliter  (estimated) . 

(2)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Microorganism  count — (i)  Con¬ 
duct  of  test  for  bacteria.  Using  approx¬ 
imately  200  milligrams  of  powder  from 
each  of  five  separate  immediate  contain¬ 
ers,  proceed  as  directed  in  §  436.20(e)  (1) 
of  this  chapter,  except  after  the  three 
washings  transfer  the  entire  filter  mem¬ 
brane  to  the  surface  of  medium  N  as 
described  in  8  436.20(c)  (14)  of  this  chap¬ 
ter.  Incubate  the  plate  for  7  days  at  30* 
C  to  32“  C.  Count  the  number  of  colonies 
appearing  on  the  filter  pad  and  calculate 
therefrom  the  number  of  viable  micro¬ 
organisms  per  gram  of  powder. 

(ii)  Conduct  of  test  for  molds  and 
yeasts.  Proceed  as  directed  in  8  436.20(e) 

(1)  of  this  chapter,  using  approximately 
200  milligrams  from  each  of  the  five  con¬ 
tainers  tested,  except  transfer  the  entire 
Alter  membrane  to  the  surface  of  medi¬ 


um  N  as  described  in  8  436.20(c)  (14)  of 
this  chapter,  and  incubate  at  22“  C  to 
25*  C  for  7  days.  Count  the  number  of 
colonies  appearing  on  the  filter  pad  and 
calculate  therefrom  the  number  of  via¬ 
ble  microorganisms  per  gram  of  powder. 

24.  Section  448.513e  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  448.513e  Bacitracin  zinc-neomycin 
sulfate-polymyxin  B  sulfate  topical 
aerosol. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 

(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  zinc-neomy¬ 
cin  sulfate-polymyxin  B  sulfate  topical 
aerosol  is  bacitracin  zinc,  neomycin  sul¬ 
fate,  polymyxin  B  sulfate  in  a  suitable 
and  harmless  vehicle,  packaged  in  a  pres¬ 
surized  container  with  suitable  and 
harmless  inert  gases.  Each  container 
contains  8,000  units  of  bacitracin,  70  mil¬ 
ligrams  of  neomycin,  and  100,000  units 
of  polymyxin  B.  Its  bacitracin  content  is 
satisfactory  if  it  is  not  less  than  90  per¬ 
cent  and  not  more  than  120  percent  of 
the  number  of  units  of  bacitracin  that  it 
is  represented  to  contain.  Its  neomycin 
content  is  satisfactory  if  it  is  not  less 
than  90  percent  and  not  more  than  120 
percent  of  the  number  of  units  of  neomy¬ 
cin  that  it  is  represented  to  contain.  Its 
polymyxin  B  content  is  satisfactory  if  it 
is  not  less  than  90  percent  and  not  more 
than  120  percent  of  the  number  of  units 
of  polymyxin  B  that  it  is  represented  to 
contain.  Its  moisture  content  is  not  more 
than  0.5  percent.  It  contains  not  more 
than  an  average  of  10  microorganisms 
per  gram.  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  con¬ 
forms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
8  448.13(a)(1).  The  neomycin  sulfate 
used  conforms  to  the  standards  pre¬ 
scribed  by  8  444.42(a)(1)  of  this  chap¬ 
ter.  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  con¬ 
forms  to  the  standards  prescribed  by 
8  448.30(a)  (1)  of  this  chapter. 

(2)  Labeling.  It  shall  be  labeled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  8  432.5 
of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Requests  for  certification ;  sam¬ 
ples.  In  addition  to  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  8  431.1  of  this  chapter, 
each  such  request  shall  contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch,  for  potency,  safety,  loss 
on  drying,  pH,  zinc  content,  and  identity. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  safety, 
loss  on  drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch  for  potency,  safety, 
loss  on  drying,  pH,  and  identity. 

(d)  The  batch  for  bacitracin  content, 
neomycin  content,  polymyxin  B  content, 
moisture,  and  a  microorganism  count. 

(ii)  Samples  required: 

(a)  The  bacitracin  zinc  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(b)  The  neomycin  sulfate  used  in  mak¬ 
ing  the  batch:  10  packages,  each  con¬ 
taining  approximately  1.0  gram. 

(c)  The  polymyxin  B  sulfate  used  in 
making  the  batch:  10  packages,  each 
containing  approximately  1.0  gram. 


(d)  The  batch:  A  minimum  of  12  Im¬ 
mediate  containers. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency — (i)  Sample  preparation.  Spray, 
as  directed  in  the  labeling,  the  entire 
contents  of  each  container  to  be  tested 
into  a  separate  2-llter  Erlenmeyer  flask, 
held  in  a  horizontal  position.  Add  500 
milliliters  of  0.011V  hydrochloric  acid 
and  shake  to  dissolve  the  contents.  Im¬ 
mediately  remove  aliquots  of  this  sam¬ 
ple  solution  and  proceed  as  directed  in 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  (1)  (a),  (b),  and  (c) 
of  this  section  for  each  antibiotic  to  be 
tested. 

(a)  Bacitracin  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  8  436.105  of  this  chapter,  dilut¬ 
ing  an  aliquot  of  the  sample  solution 
with  1  percent  potassium  phosphate  buff¬ 
er,  pH  6.0  solution  1),  to  the  reference 
concentration  of  1.0  unit  of  bacitracin 
per  millilter  (estimated) . 

Note:  The  final  sample  solution  must  con¬ 
tain  the  same  amount  of  hydrochloric  acid 
as  the  reference  concentration  of  the  work¬ 
ing  standard. 

(b)  Neomycin  content.  Proceed  as  di¬ 
rected  in  8  436.105  of  this  chapter.  Fur¬ 
ther  dilute  the  sample  solution  with 
0.1M  potassium  phosphate  buffer,  pH  8.0 
(solution  3) ,  to  the  reference  concentra¬ 
tion  of  1.0  microgram  of  neomycin  per 
milliliter  (estimated). 

(c)  Polymyxin  B  content.  Proceed  as 
directed  in  8  436.105  of  this  chapter,  ex¬ 
cept  add  to  each  concentration  of  the 
polymyxin  B  standard  response  line  a 
quantity  of  neomycin  to  yield  the  same 
concentration  of  neomycin  as  that  pres¬ 
ent  when  the  sample  is  diluted  to  con¬ 
tain  10  units  of  polymyxin  B  per  milli¬ 
liter.  Further  dilute  the  sample  solution 
with  10  percent  potassium  phosphate 
buffer,  pH  6.0  (solution  6) ,  to  the  refer¬ 
ence  concentration  of  10.0  units  of  poly¬ 
myxin  B  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

(2)  Moisture.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
8  436.201  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Microorganism  count — (i)  Conduct 
of  test  for  bacteria.  Thoroughly  cleanse 
the  valve  of  each  container  to  be  tested 
with  a  suitable  disinfectant.  Into  an 
empty,  sterile  Erlenmeyer  flask,  stop¬ 
pered  with  a  cotton  plug,  spray  about 
one-half  of  the  contents  of  each  of  five 
separate  immediate  containers  by  remov¬ 
ing  the  cotton  plug  temporarily  and  using 
aseptic  technique.  Allow  the  propellant  to 
evaporate.  To  the  dry  residue,  which 
should  not  exceed  1  gram,  add  500  milli¬ 
liters  of  diluting  fluid  C  as  described  in 
8  436.20(d)  (3)  of  this  chapter.  Stopper 
the  flask  and  swirl  to  dissolve  the  drug. 
As  soon  as  the  sample  has  completely  dis¬ 
solved,  proceed  as  directed  in  8  436.20(e) 
(1)  (ii)  of  this  chapter,  except  after  the 
three  washings  transfer  the  entire  filter 
membrane  to  the  surf  ace  of  medium  N  as 
described  in  8  436.20(c)  (14)  of  this  chap¬ 
ter.  Incubate  the  plate  for  7  days  at  80* 
C  to  32“  C.  Count  the  number  of  colonies 
appearing  on  the  filter  pad  and  calculate 
therefrom  the  number  of  viable  micro¬ 
organisms  per  gram  of  powder. 

(ii)  Conduct  of  test  for  molds  and 
yeasts.  Proceed  as  directed  in  paragraph 
(b)  (3)  (i)  of  this  section,  except  transfer 
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the  entire  filter  membrane  to  the  surface 
of  medium  N  as  described  in  §  436.20(c) 
(14)  of  this  chapter,  and  incubate  at  25° 
C  for  7  days. 

§  448.610  [Revoked] 

25.  Section  448.610  Bacitracin  tablets; 
zinc  bacttracin  tablets;  bacitracin  sup¬ 
positories;  zinc  bacitracin  suppositories 
(if  they  are  represented  for  vaginal  use) 

„  is  revoked. 

26.  Section  448.910  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  448.910  Bacitracin  for  prescription 
compounding. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
<1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength,  qual¬ 
ity,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  for  prescrip¬ 
tion  compouding  is  a  white  to  brown,  neu¬ 
tral,  water-soluble  polypeptide  intended 
for  use  in  the  extemporaneous  com¬ 
pounding  of  prescriptions  by  practicing 
pharmacists.  It  is  so  purified  and  dried 
that: 

(1)  Its  potency  is  not  less  than  40  units 
of  bacitracin  per  milligram. 

(il)  It  passes  the  safety  test. 

(iii)  Its  loss  on  drying  is  not  more 
than  5.0  percent. 

(iv)  Its  pH  in  an  aqueous  solution  con¬ 
taining  10,000  units  per  milliliter  is  not 
less  than  5.6  and  not  more  than  7.5. 

(v)  It  passes  the  identity  test. 

(2)  Packaging.  The  immediate  con¬ 
tainer  shall  be  of  colorless,  transparent 
glass,  and  it  shall  be  a  tight  container  as 
defined  by  the  United  States  Pharmaco¬ 
peia  (U.S.P.).  It  shall  be  so  sealed  that 
the  contents  cannot  be  used  without 
destroying  such  seal.  Each  such  con¬ 
tainer  shall  contain  500,000  or  5  million 
units  of  bacitracin. 

(3)  Labeling.  Each  package  shall  bear 
on  its  outside  wrapper  or  container  and 
on  the  immediate  container  the 
following: 

(i)  The  statement  “Caution:  Federal 
law  prohibits  dispensing  without  pre¬ 
scription’*. 

(ii)  The  statement  “Not  sterile”. 

(iii)  The  batch  mark. 

(iv)  The  number  of  units  of  bacitracin 
activity  in  each  milligram  and  the  num¬ 
ber  of  grams  of  bacitracin  in  the  immedi¬ 
ate  container. 

(v)  The  statement  “Expiration  date 

_ ”,  the  blank  being  filled  in  with 

the  date  that  is  12  months  after  the 
month  during  which  the  batch  was  cer¬ 
tified,  unless  the  use  of  a  longer  dating 
period  has  been  approved  in  accordance 
with  S  432.5(a)  (3)  of  this  chapter. 

(vi)  The  statement  “The  potency  of 
this  drug  cannot  be  assured  for  longer 
than  60  days  after  the  container  is  first 
opened  for  compounding  a  prescription”. 

(vii)  The  statements.  “For  use  only 
In  extemporaneous  prescription  com¬ 
pounding.  Not  for  manufacturing  use”. 

(4)  Requests  for  certification;  samples. 
In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
§  431.1  of  this  chapter,  each  request  shall 
contain: 

(i)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on  drying, 
pH,  and  identity. 

(ii)  Samples  required:  A  0. 5-gram  por¬ 
tion  for  each  5,000  packages  in  the  batch, 


but  in  no  case  less  than  10  such  portions. 
Each  such  portion  shall  be  collected  at 
such  intervals  throughout  the  entire  time 
of  packaging  the  batch  that  the  quanti¬ 
ties  packaged  during  the  Intervals  are 
approximately  equal. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Proceed  as  directed  for  bacitra¬ 
cin  zinc  in  S  436.105  of  this  chapter,  pre¬ 
paring  the  -sample  for  assay  as  follows: 
Dissolve  an  accurately  weighed  sample 
in  sufficient  1.0  percent  potassium  phos¬ 
phate  buffer,  pH  6.0  (solution  1),  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  stock  solution  of  convenient  con¬ 
centration.  Remove  an  aliquot  of  the 
stock  solution,  add  sufficient  hydrochlo¬ 
ric  acid  so  that  the  amount  of  acid  in  the 
final  solution  will  be  the  same  as  in  the 
reference  concentration  of  the  working 
standard  and  further  dilute  with  solu¬ 
tion  1  to  the  reference  concentration  of 
1.0  unit  of  bacitracin  per  milliliter 
(estimated). 

(2)  Safety.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.33  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Loss  on  drying.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  S  436.200(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(4)  pH.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  436.202 
of  this  chapter,  using  an  aqueous  solu¬ 
tion  containing  10,000  units  per  milli¬ 
liter. 

(5)  Identity.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.319  of  this  chapter. 

27.  Section  448.913  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  448.913  Bacitracin  zinc  for  prescrip¬ 
tion  compounding. 

(a)  Requirements  for  certification — 
(1)  Standards  of  identity,  strength, 
quality ,  and  purity.  Bacitracin  zinc  for 
prescription  compounding  is  the  zinc 
salt  of  a  kind  of  bacitracin  or  a  mixture 
of  two  or  more  such  salts  intended  for 
use  in  the  extemporaneous  compound¬ 
ing  of  prescriptions  by  practicing  phar¬ 
macists.  It  is  so  purified  and  dried  that: 

(1)  Its  potency  is  not  less  than  40 
units  of  bacitracin  per  milligram. 

(ii)  It  passes  the  safety  test. 

(ill)  Its  loss  on  drying  is  not  more  than 
5.0  percent. 

(iv)  Its  pH  in  a  saturated  aqueous 
solution  is  not  less  than  6.0  and  not  more 
than  7.5. 

(v)  Its  zinc  content  is  not  more  than 
10  percent  by  weight  on  an  anyhdrous 
basis. 

(vi)  It  passes  the  identity  test. 

(2)  Packaging.  The  immediate  con¬ 
tainer  shall  be  of  colorless,  transparent 
glass,  and  it  shall  be  a  tight  container 
as  defined  by  the  United  States  Phar¬ 
macopeia  (U.S.P.) .  It  shall  be  so  sealed 
that  the  contents  cannot  be  used  with¬ 
out  destroying  such  seal.  Each  such  con¬ 
tainer  shall  contain  500,000  or  5  million 
units  of  bacitracin. 

(3)  Labeling.  Each  package  shall  bear 
on  its  outside  wrapper  or  container  and 

.  on  the  immediate  container  the  follow¬ 
ing:  • 

(i)  The  statement  “Caution:  Federal 
law  prohibits  dispensing  without  pre¬ 
scription”. 

(11)  The  statement  “Not  sterile”. 

(Hi)  "Hie  batch  mark. 

(iv)  The  number  of  units  of  bacitracin 
activity  in  each  milligram  of  the  zinc 


bacitracin,  and  the  number  of  grams  of 
zinc  bacitracin  in  the  immediate  con¬ 
tainer. 

(v)  The  statement  "Expiration  date 

_ ”,  the  blank  being  filled  in 

with  the  date  that  is  12  months  after  the 
month  during  which  the  batch  was  cer¬ 
tified,  unless  use  of  a  longer  dating  period 
has  been  approved  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  S  432.5(a)  (3)  of  this 
chapter. 

(vi)  The  statement,  “The  potency  of 
this  drug  cannot  be  assured  for  longer 
than  60  days  after  the  container  is  first 
opened  for  compounding  a  prescription”. 

(vii)  The  statements,  “For  use  only  in 
extemporaneous  prescription  compound¬ 
ing.  Not  for  manufacturing  use”. 

(4)  Requests  for  certification;  sam¬ 
ples.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
S  431.1  of  this  chapter,  each  such  request 
shall  contain: 

(1)  Results  of  tests  and  assays  on  the 
batch  for  potency,  safety,  loss  on  drying, 
pH,  zinc  content,  and  identity. 

(ii)  Samples  required:  A  0.5-gram 
portion  for  each  5,000  packages  in  the 
batch,  but  in  no  case  less  than  10  such 
portions.  Each  such  portion  shall  be  col¬ 
lected  at  such  Intervals  throughout  the 
entire  time  of  packaging  the  batch  that 
the  quantities  packaged  dining  the  in¬ 
tervals  are  approximately  equal. 

(b)  Tests  and  methods  of  assay — (1) 
Potency.  Proceed  as  directed  in  $  436.105 
of  this  chapter,  preparing  the  sample  for 
assay  as  follows:  Dissolve  an  accurately 
weighed  sample  (usually  25  to  35  milli¬ 
grams)  in  sufficient  0.01N  hydrochloric 
acid  to  give  a  bacitracin  concentration 
of  100  units  per  milliliter  (estimated). 
Further  dilute  an  aliquot  with  solution  1 
to  the  reference  concentration  of  1.0  unit 
of  bacitracin  per  milliliter  (estimated). 

Notb:  The  final  sample  solution  must  con¬ 
tain  the  same  amount  of  hydrochloric  acid 
as  the  reference  concentration  of  the  work¬ 
ing  standard. 

(2)  Safety.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
S  436.33  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  Loss  on  drying.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  §  436.200(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(4)  pH.  Proceed  as  directed  in  §  436.202 
of  this  chapter,  using  a  saturated  solu¬ 
tion  (approximately  100  milligrams  of 
the  sample  per  milliliter) . 

(5)  Zinc  content.  Proceed  as  directed 
in  {  436.312  of  this  chapter. 

(6)  Identity.  Proceed  as  directed  in 
§  436.319  of  this  chapter. 

Interested  persons  may,  on  or  before 
September  14,  1976,  submit  to  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion,  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  IfD  20852,  written  comments  (pref¬ 
erably  in  quintuplicate  and  identified 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk  docket  number 
found  in  brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document)  regarding  this  proposal.  Re¬ 
ceived  comments  may  be  seen  in  the 
above  office  during  working  hours,  Mon¬ 
day  through  Friday. 

Dated:  July  12,19767 

Joseph  P.  i+nx. 
Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[PR  Doc.76-20512  Filed  7-15-76:8 :45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[29CFR  Part  1910] 

[Docket  No.  OSH-371 

PROPOSED  STANDARD  FOR  EXPOSURE 
TO  INORGANIC  ARSENIC 

Additional  Issue,  Sputum  Cytology,  To  Be 

Considered  at  Informal  Public  Hearing 

The  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration  (OSHA)  announced  on 
June  24, 1976  in  the  Federal  Register  (41 
FR  26029,  republished  on  June  25,  1976, 
41  FR  26229)  the  availability  of  the  tech¬ 
nological  feasibility  and  inflationary  im¬ 
pact  statement  for  inorganic  arsenic,  the 
receipt  of  specific  new  evidence,  the  op¬ 
portunity  for  the  public  to  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  those  matters,  and  the  schedul¬ 
ing  of  an  informal  public  hearing.  Be¬ 
cause  there  has  already  been  an  extensive 
opportunity  for  the  public  to  participate 
in  formulating  an  inorganic  arsenic 
standard,  the  announcement  stated  that 
presentations  at  the  hearing  should  be 
limited  to  new  data,  views  and  informa¬ 
tion  on  the  inflationary  and  economic 
impact  of  the  proposal,  and  on  the  new 
evidence. 

In  the  proposed  standard  for  inorganic 
arsenic,  sputum  cytology  is  not  required 
< 40  FR  ?392,  3041-3402;  January  21. 
1975),  and  the  preamble  concluded  that 
the  necessity  for  sputum  cytology  is  more 
appropriately  determined  by  the  exam¬ 
ining  physician  (40  FR  3398,  3403) .  How¬ 
ever,  since  that  time,  new  evidence  re¬ 
garding  sputum  cytology  has  come,  to 
OSHA’s  attention  from  the  coke  oven 
emissions  proceedings.  Therefore,  OSHA 
believes  that  the  issue  of  whether  sputum 
cytology  should  be  required  in  a  final 
standard  on  inorganic  arsenic  is  an  ap¬ 
propriate  issue  for  the  forthcoming 
hearing. 

Sputum  cytology  js  a  medical  screen¬ 
ing  technique  whereby  cells  in  the  sputum 
are  examined  to  determine  whether  can¬ 
cerous  or  pre-cancerous  changes  have 
occurred.  This  technique  may  increase 
the  chances  of  early  oetection  and  suc¬ 
cessful  treatment  of  respiratory  cancer. 
A  substantial  body  of  medical  literature 
suggests  that  sputum  cytology  has  now 
reached  the  stage  where  it  may  provide 
a  valuable  adjunct  to  chest  x-rays  in 
the  early  detection  of  respiratory  cancer 
in  high  risk  groups.  It  has  potential  for 
detecting  cases  not  revealed  by  x-rays 
and  repetition  at  periodic  intervals  in¬ 
creases  the  detection  rate.  The  literature 
is  reviewed  and  there  is  an  extensive 
bibliography  in  an  article  by  S.  M. 
Brooks,  “Early  Detection  of  Lung  Can¬ 
cer  in  High  Risk  populations,"  Journal  of 
Occupational  Medicine.  17:19,  January 
1975  and  in  his  statement  presented  at 
the  coke  oven  hearing. 

On  the  other  hand,  a  number  of  com¬ 
ments  were  received  during  the  coke  oven 
proceeding  suggesting  that  sputum  cy¬ 
tology  is  not  a  sufficiently  proven  tech¬ 
nique;  that  it  does  not  detect  a  large 
enough  number  of  cases  to  be  worth¬ 
while;  and  that,  at  best,  it  is  applicable 


to  the  highest  risk  populations.  See  T. 
Mancuso,  “Testimony  Given  before  the 
Standards  Advisory  Committee  on  Coke 
Oven  Eknission,"  January  18,  1975  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pa.  and  R.  J.  Halen,  “Pulmonary 
Cytology — Background,”  Standards  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Coke  Oven  Emissions,  Docu¬ 
ment  No.  162.  The  materials  cited  in  this 
notice  have  been  placed  in  the  inorganic 
arsenic  record  and  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  and  copying  at  the  OSHA 
Technical  Data  Center  at  the  below  ad¬ 
dress. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  information,  comments 
and  views  with  respect  to  the  use  of  spu¬ 
tum  cytology  for  medical  surveillance  of 
workers  exposed  to  inorganic  arsenic,  the 
frequency  and  methodology  of  the 
screening,  and  the  groups  to  be  tested. 
Such  comments  should  be  submitted  in 
quadruplicate  to  the  Docket  Officer. 
Docket  No.  OSH-37  (Sputum  Cytology), 
Technical  Data  Center,  New  Department 
of  Labor  Building,  Room  N3620,  Third 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20210  (Telephone: 
202-523-8076),  where  they  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  and  copying. 
Comments  should  be  postmarked  on  or 
before  August  16,  1976. 

Persons  wishing  to  testify  in  regard  to 
sputum  cytology  at  the  informal  public 
hearing  scheduled  to  begin  at  9:30  am. 
on  August  24,  1976  must  submit  a  notice 
of  intention  to  appear  postmarked  on  or 
before  August  16,  1976,  to  the  OSHA 
Conunittee  Management  Office,  Docket 
No.  OSH-37  (Sputum  Cytology),  Room 
N-3633,  UJS.  Department  of  Labor,  TTiird 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210  (Telephone:  202- 
523-8024).  Tlie  notices  of  intent  to  ap¬ 
pear,  which  will  be  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying  in  the  Office  of  Com¬ 
mittee  Management,  must  contain  the 
following  information: 

(1)  The  name,  address  and  telephone  num¬ 
ber  of  the  person(s)  to  appear; 

(3)  The  capacity  In  which  the  person (s) 
will  appear; 

(3)  The  approximate  amount  of  time  re¬ 
quired  for  the  presentation;  and 

(4)  A  detailed  statement  of  the  position 
and  evidence  on  sputum  cytology  which  will 
be  presented  at  the  hearing. 

The  amount  of  time  requested  must  be 
reasonable  in  relation  to  the  amount  of 
evidence  to  be  introduced.  All  submis¬ 
sions  received,  including  data,  views  and 
arguments,  and  notices  of  intent  to  ap¬ 
pear,  will  be  made  a  part  of  the  record 
of  this  proceeding. 

The  hearing  will  be  held  in  the  De¬ 
partmental  Auditorium,  Conference 
Room  B,  Constitution  Avenue  between 
12th  and  14th  Streets  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  No  mail  should  be  sent  to  that  ad¬ 
dress. 

The  above  filing  requirements  and 
dates  only  apply  to  comments  or  testi¬ 
mony  in  regard  to  sputum  cytology.  Com¬ 
ments  and  testimony  relating  to  all  other 
relevant  issues  must  fully  comply  with 
the  procedures  specified  in  the  June  24 
and  June  25  notice  of  hearing,  including 
the  July  23, 1976  deadline  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  notices  of  appearance  (41  FR 
26029  or  26229). 


(Secs.  4(b),  6(b)  and  8  of  the  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Act  of  1970  (  84  Stat.  1592. 
1593,  1699;  29  U.S.C.  653(b),  655(b),  657),  29 
CFR  Part  1911  and  Secretary  of  Labor’s  Order 
No.  8-76  (41  FR  25054,  Jpne  22,  1976).) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  14th 
day  of  July  1976. 

Morton  Corn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 
(FR  Doc.78-20713  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  SCP-1] 

TOXIC  SUBSTANCES;  KETONES 

Proposed  Standards  for  2-Butanone,  2- 
Pentanone,  Cyclohexanone,  Hexone, 
Methyl  n-Amyl  Ketone,  Ethyl  Butyl  Ke¬ 
tone;  Certification  and  Availability  of  In¬ 
flationary  Impact  Analyses;  Notice  of 
Informal  Hearing 

Purpose.  The  purposes  of  this  notice 
are  to  certify  that  the  potential  infla¬ 
tionary  impact  of  each  proposed  stand¬ 
ard  for  the  above  listed  toxic  substances 
has  been  examined,  to  announce  the 
availability  of  the  inflationary  impact 
analyses  for  public  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing,  to  invite  written  comment  and  to 
schedule  a  hearing  date  for  receipt  of 
of  oral  testimony  on  the  issues  set  out 
below.  These  procedures  are  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  special  compliance  pro¬ 
cedure  established  by  the  Council  on 
Wage  and  Price  Stability  pursuant  to 
section  6(c)  of  OMB  Circular  No.  A-107 
(January  28,  1975),  issued  pursuant  to 
Executive  Order  11821. 

Background.  On  May  8,  1975,  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  regarding  oc¬ 
cupational  exposure  to  the  six  ketones 
listed  above  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (40  FR  20202).  Interested 
persons  were  invited  to  submit  written 
comments,  data,  views  and  arguments  as 
well  as  notices  of  intention  to  appear  at 
an  informal  hearing  to  begin  August  5, 
1975.  The  comment  period  was  subsequ¬ 
ently  extended  (40  FR  26054)  and  the 
ently  etended  (40  FR  26045)  and  the 
informal  hearing  was  rescheduled  and 
began  on  September  3,  1975. 

By  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  August  29,  1975,  interested 
persons  were  invited  to  comment  on  the 
potential  inflationary  impact  of  each  erf 
the  six  proposals  (40  FR  39895) .  This  no¬ 
tice  also  stated  that  OSHA  intended  to 
prepare  an  inflation  impact  statement  or 
each  proposed  standard  or  a  certifica¬ 
tion  that  each  proposal  has  no  infla¬ 
tionary  impact,  and  that  the  hearings 
would  be  reconvened  after  such  docu¬ 
ments  became  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  and  comment  for  the  receipt  of 
further  testimony  on  the  subjects  of 
economic  and  inflationary  Impacts. 

In  accordance  with  section  6(b)  of 
the  Act,  Executive  Order  11821  (39  FR 
41501,  November  29,  1974),  OMB  Cir¬ 
cular  No.  A-107  (January  28,  1975) ,  and 
Secretary’s  Order  No.  15-75  (40  FR 
54484,  November  24,  1975),  OSHA  has 
analyzed  the  economic  and  potential  in¬ 
flationary  Impact  of  each  proposal. 
Based  on  the  economic  Identification 
criteria  specified  in  section  5(c)  of  Sec¬ 
retary’s  Order  No.  15-75,  OSHA  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  each  proposed  regulation  is 
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not  a  major  action  which  would  necessi¬ 
tate  further  inflationary  impact  analysis 
or  the  preparation  of  an  Inflationary  Im¬ 
pact  Statement,  and  so  certifies  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  4(a)  of  the  Secretary’s 
Order. 

The  inflationary  impact  analyses  based 
on  the  proposed  standards  are  available 
for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
following  address:  Technical  Data  Cen¬ 
ter,  Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Ad¬ 
ministration,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Room  N-3620,  3rd  and  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  20210  (Tele¬ 
phone  202-523-8076) .  Persons  interested 
in  purchasing  copies  of  the  inflationary 
impact  analyses  may  contact  the  Tech¬ 
nical  Data  Center  for  information. 

Issues.  OSHA  has  determined  that  the 
economic  and  inflation  impact  of  each 
proposed  standard  on  ketones  should  be 
considered  in  the  rulemaking  proceed¬ 
ings.  In  this  portion  of  the  rulemaking 
proceedings  on  the  proposed  standards 
for  ketones,  OSHA  is  inviting  written 
comments  and  oral  presentations  on  sub¬ 
jects  relating  to  economic  and  inflation¬ 
ary  impact  and  particularly  on  the  fol¬ 
lowing  subjects  considered  in  the  infla¬ 
tionary  impact  analyses: 

(1)  Cost  Impact  on  consumers,  businesses, 
markets  or  Federal,  State  or  local  govern¬ 
ment; 

(2)  Effect  on  the  productivity  of  wage  earn¬ 
ers,  businesses,  or  government; 

(3)  Effect  on  competition; 

(4)  Effect  on  supplies  of  Important  mate¬ 
rials,  products,  or  services; 

(5)  Effect  on  employment;  and 

(6)  Effect  on  energy  supply  or  demand. 

In  addition,  comments  are  also  invited 
on  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  each 
proposed  standard. 

Public  participation.  Interested  persons 
are  invited  to  comment  on  and  to  testify 
concerning  the  issues  raised  in  this  no¬ 
tice.  Written  data,  views,  and  arguments 
must  be  submited  in  quadruplicate  to  the 
Docket  Officer,  Docket  No.  SCP-1,  Room 
N-3620,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210,  and  postmarked 
on  or  before  August  16,  1976.  Written 
submissions  must  clearly  identify  the  is¬ 
sues  addressed  and  the  position  to  be 
taken  with  respect  to  each  issue  dis¬ 
cussed.  The  data,  views,  and  arguments 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  at  the  above  address.  All  written 
submissions  received  shall  be  made  a 
part  of  the  record  of  this  proceeding. 

An  informal  public  hearing  will  be  held 
beginning  on  Tuesday.  September  14, 
1976,  in  the  Departmental  Auditorium, 
Conference  Room  B.  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue  between  12th  and  14th  Streets  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210  for  receipt  of  oral 
testimony  concerning  the  issues  discussed 
above. 

Persons  desiring  to  appear  at  the  hear¬ 
ing,  including  those  who  previously  filed 
notices  of  appearance  for  the  hearing 
which  commenced  on  September  3,  1975, 
must  file  a  notice  of  intention  to  appear, 
postmarked  on  or  before  August  16, 1976, 
with  Ms.  Jeanne  Werner,  OSHA  Com¬ 
mittee  Management  Office,  Docket  No. 
SCP-1,  Room  N-3633,  U.8.  Department 
of  Labor,  3rd  Street  and  Constitution 


Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210 
(Telephone  202-523-8024).  The  notices 
of  Intention  to  appear,  which  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  OSHA  Committee  Management  Of¬ 
fice,  must  contain  the  following  infor¬ 
mation: 

(1)  The  name,  address,  and  telephone 
number  of  the  persons  to  appear; 

(2)  The  capacity  In  which  the  person  will 
appear; 

(3)  The  approximate  amount  of  time  re¬ 
quired  for  the  presentation; 

(4)  The  specific  Issues  that  will  be  ad¬ 
dressed; 

(5)  A  detailed  statement  of  the  position 
that  will  be  taken  with  respect  to  each  Issue 

addressed;  and 

(6)  A  detailed  statement  of  the  evidence 
with  respect  to  each  such  issue  proposed  to 
be  adduced  at  the  hearing.  - 

OSHA  has  determined  that  strict  en¬ 
forcement  of  its  procedural  rules  con¬ 
tained  in  29  CFR  1911.11  is  necessary  for 
an  expeditious  and  orderly  proceeding. 
Therefore,  the  notices  of  intention  to 
appear  will  be  scrutinized  closely  for  suf¬ 
ficiently  detailed  information  concerning 
the  position  to  be  taken  with  regard  to 
the  issues  specified  and  the  evidence  to 
be  adduced  in  support  of  the  position. 

Persons  filing  notices  of  intention  to 
appear  which  are  not  sufficiently  detailed 
will  be  so  informed  and  given  seven  (7) 
days  from  the  date  they  are  informed  to 
file  a  proper  notice  of  intention  to  ap¬ 
pear.  In  addition,  the  amount  of  time  re¬ 
quested  for  each  presentation  will  be  re¬ 
viewed  in  light  of  the  contents  of  the 
notice  of  intention  to  appear.  In  those 
cases  where  the  Information  contained 
in  the  notice  of  intention  to  appear  does 
not  seem  to  warrant  the  amount  of  time 
requested,  the  participant  will  be  allo¬ 
cated  a  more  appropriate  amount  of  time 
and  notified  of  that  fact.  The  participant 
will  have  seven  (7)  days  from  the  date 
on  which  he  is  so  informed  to  demon¬ 
strate  why  the  allocated  time  is  inap¬ 
propriate. 

In  addition  to  submitting  appropriate 
and  timely  notices  of  intention  to  appear, 
those  persons  intending  to  submit  pre¬ 
pared  written  statements  or  documents 
for  the  record  at  the  hearing  must  sub¬ 
mit  such  documents  in  quadruplicate  by 
September  10,  1976.  These  documents 
must  be  received  by  Ms.  Jeanne  Werner, 
OSHA  Committee  Management  Office,  by 
the  close  of  business  Friday,  September 
10,  1978. 

The  hearing  will  commence  at  9:30 
a.m.  on  September  14,  1976,  with  the 
resolution  of  any  procedural  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  the  proceeding.  The  hearing 
will  be  conducted  and  decisions  made  in 
accordance  with  29  CFR  Part  1911. 

The  Administrative  Law  Judge  pre¬ 
siding  at  the  hearing  shall  have  all  the 
powers  necessary  or  appropriate  to  con¬ 
duct  a  full  and  fair  informal  hearing,  in¬ 
cluding  the  powers: 

(1)  to  regulate  the  course  of  the  proceed¬ 
ings; 

(2)  to  dispose  of  procedural  requests,  ob¬ 
jections,  and  comparable  matters; 

(3)  to  confine  the  presentations  to  mat¬ 
ters  pertinent  to  the  proposed  standard; 

(4)  to  regulate  the  conduct  of  those  pres¬ 
ent  at  the  hearing  by  appropriate  means; 


(6)  in  his  discretion,  to  question  and  per¬ 
mit  questioning  of  any  witness;  and 

(6)  In  his  discretion,  to  keep  the  record 
open  for  a  reasonable,  stated  time  to  receive 
written  Information  and  additional  data, 
▼lews,  and  arguments  from  any  person  who 
has  participated  In  the  oral  proceedings. 

Following  the  close  of  the  hearing,  the 
presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
shall  certify  the  record  thereof  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor  for  Occupa¬ 
tional  Safety  and  Health. 

The  proposal  will  be  reviewed  in  light 
of  all  oral  and  written  submissions  re¬ 
ceived  as  part  of  the  record,  and  a  final 
standard  will  be  issued  based  on  the  en¬ 
tire  record  in  this  proceeding. 

iSec.  e.  Pub.  L.  91-696,  84  Btat.  1593  (29 
U.S.C.  655);  29  CFR  Part  1911;  Secretary  of 
Labor’s  Order  No.  8-76  (41  FR  25059);  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor’s  Order  No.  16-76  (40  FR 
54484),  Executive  Order  11821  (39  FR 

41501).)  \ 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  July,  1976. 

Morton  Corn, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

[FR  Doc.78-30714  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am) 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
[14  CFR  Part  373] 

[SPDR— 46;  Docket  28586;  Dated:  July  13, 
1976) 

STUDY  GROUP  CHARTERS  BY  DIRECT 

AIR  CARRIERS  AND  STUDY  GROUP 

CHARTERERS 

Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board  has  under  considera¬ 
tion  amendments  to  Part  373  of  its  Spe¬ 
cial  Regulations  <  14  CFR  Part  373)  which 
would  provide  that  Study  Group  Charters 
operated  by  “educational  institutions,’’ 
as  defined  therein,  need  not  include 
round-trip  air  transportation  and  the 
prepaid  cost  of  meals  and  sleeping  ac¬ 
commodations  for  all  participants,  if  such 
charters  are  operated  in  conjunction  with 
academic  programs  lasting  a  minimum  of 
70  days  abroad.  Also  under  consideration 
are  amendments  which  would  authorize 
the  transportation  of  the  “immediate 
family”  of  a  married  student  participat¬ 
ing  in  a  Study  Group  Charter,  and  which 
would  remove,  in  certain  circumstances, 
the  requirement  that  participants  prefile 
itineraries  for  “independent  travel.’’ 

The  principal  features  of  the  proposed 
amendments  are  described  in  the  Explan¬ 
atory  Statement  and  the  proposed 
amendments  are  set  forth  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rules.  The  amendments  are  pro¬ 
posed  under  the  authority  of  sections  101, 
204,  401  and  402  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended  <72  Stat.  737, 
743,  754  and  757,  49  U.8.C.  1301,  1324, 
1371  and  1372). 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  rulemaking  through  the  submission 
of  twenty  (20)  copies  of  written  data, 
views,  or  arguments  pertaining  thereto, 
addressed  to  the  Docket  Section,  Civil 
Aeronautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 
20428.  All  relevant  material  received  on 
or  before  August  16,  1976,  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Board  before  taking  final 
action  on  the  proposed  rules.  Copies  of 
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such  communications  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  parties  in  the 
Docket  Section  of  the  Board,  Room  711, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Connecticut 
Avenue  NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  upon 
receipt  thereof. 

Individual  members  of  the  general 
public  who  wish  to  express  their  interest 
as  consumers  by  participating  informally 
in  this  proceeding  may  do  so  through 
submission  of  comments  in  letter  form  to 
the  Docket  Section  at  the  address  indi¬ 
cated  above,  without  the  necessity  of  fil¬ 
ing  additional  copies  thereof. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Acting  Secretary. 

Explanatory  Statement 

The  Study  Group  Charter  rule  includes 
certain  requirements  which  are  designed 
to  ensure  the  financial  protection  of  stu¬ 
dent  participants  while  they  are  studying 
abroad.  In  proposing  the  rule  originally, 
the  Board  was  primarily  concerned  with 
the  financial  stability  of  so-called  com¬ 
mercial  study  group  charterers; 1  and 
thus,  in  the  final  rule,*  the  Board  ex¬ 
cluded  bona  fide  “educational  institu¬ 
tions’’ *  from  certain  of  these  financial 
security  requirements,  just  as  it  excluded 
them  from  various  classroom  and  re¬ 
porting  requirements  imposed  on  com¬ 
mercial  study  group  charterers,  reason¬ 
ing  as  follows: 

First,  since  study  group  charters  operated 
by  bona  fide  schools  and  colleges  appear 
limited  In  scope  and  are  conducted  on  a 
relatively  small  scale,  the  risk  that  the  un¬ 
dertaking  will  founder  financially  whUe  the 
participants  are  abroad  appears  minimal. 
8econd,  If  for  no  more  altruistic  reason  than 
to  preserve  Its  good  name,  it  Is  unlikely  that 
a  responsible  American  school  would  sponsor 
a  foreign  study  program  without  being  as¬ 
sured  that  the  program  was  sound,  that  reve¬ 
nues  would  cover  expenses,  and  that  the 
school  itself  could  underwrite  any  unantic¬ 
ipated  shortfall.  Third,  In  the  event  of  a 
stranding  of  students  abroad  or  other  un¬ 
foreseen  calamity,  the  financial  resources  of 
a  bona  fide  school  or  college  would  be  avail¬ 
able  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  Its  own  study 
group. 


*  SPDR-20,  November  3,  1970,  35  FR  17195. 

1 SPR-46,  adopted  March  30,  1971,  36  FR 

6577. 

*  “Educational  Institution”  Is  defined  In 
I  373.2  as  “a  bona  fide  school  or  college  which 
(1)  maintains  a  full-time  salaried  faculty  on 
a  year-round  basis;  (2)  maintains  a  perma¬ 
nent  educational  plant.  Including  classrooms 
and  a  library;  (3)  maintains  an  enrollment 
of  students  In  programs  other  than  ‘study 
group’  charter  programs  In  excess  of  the  en¬ 
rollment  of  students  In  ‘study  group'  charter 
programs;  (4)  does  not  receive  more  than  10 
percent  of  Its  total  revenues  from  payments 
for  study  group  charter  flights  and  ground 
accommodations  related  thereto;  (5)  Is  em¬ 
powered  to  grant  college  degrees  or  secondary 
school  diplomas  by  the  Government  of  one  of 
the  50  States,  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  a 
U5.  territory  or  possession,  and  offers  a  full 
course  of  study  meeting  all  the  requirements 
for  such  degree  or  diploma;  and  (6)  Is  so  con¬ 
stituted  In  the  utilization  of  capital,  physical 
plant  and  personnel  as  to  be  primarily  en¬ 
gaged  In  the  educational  process  when 
viewed  against  all  other  activities  or  busi¬ 
nesses  •  • 


As  for  Board -Imposed  study  group  curric¬ 
ula,  It  is  presumed  that  the  governing  body 
of  a  school  study  charterer  will  thoroughly 
screen  all  study  group  courses  sponsored  by 
the  school  to  insure  that  the  curricula  of¬ 
fered  meet  high  academic  standards.  Thus, 
no  regulatory  purpose  would  be  served  by 
requiring  the  school  charterer  to  adhere  to 
mandatory  classroom  and  hour  require¬ 
ments,  or  lnded  to  report  Its  planned  cur¬ 
ricula  to  the  Board. 

Although  Part  373  was  thus  primarily 
directed  toward  commercial  study  group 
charterers,  educational  institutions  have 
become  the  predominant  operators  of 
study  group  charters  under  that  Part.  In 
fact,  in  1975  only  one  study  group  charter 
program  was  filed  by  a  commercial  op¬ 
erator  under  Part  373.  Apparently,  com¬ 
mercial  charterers  now  operate  their 
study  group  programs  in  conjunction 
with  bona  fide  universities  or  under  our 
other  special  charter  regulations. 

Several  colleges  and  universities 4  which 
operate  study  group  charters  under  Part 
373  have  petitioned  to  amend  that  Part. 
They  request  that  the  Board  amend  Part 
373  so  as  to  permit  educational  institu¬ 
tions  to  operate  certain  study  group 
charters  with  the  following  features: 

1.  No  provision  for  return  transporta¬ 
tion.1 

2.  No  provision  for  meals  and  sleeping 
accommodations. 

3.  No  requirement  that  participants 
submit  to  the  charterer  independent 
travel  itineraries  prior  to  departure. 

4.  The  “immediate  family”  of  a  student 
participant  may  be  transported  on  the 
study  group  charter. 

Under  the  amendments  suggested  by 
the  petitioners,  charters  with  such  fea¬ 
tures  would  only  be  permitted  when  op¬ 
erated  by  educational  institutions,  in 
conjunction  with  academic  programs 
abroad  lasting  a  minimum  of  70  days  (the 
normal  length  of  an  academic  quarter) . 
The  sponsoring  educational  institution 
would  have  to  certify  its  financial  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  participants  which 
they  are  enrolled  in  the  program,  and 
while  they  remain  abroad  for  a  period  not 
less  than  two  weeks  after  the  program 
ends* 


*  California  State  University  and  Colleges, 
University  of  California,  Carleton  CoUege, 
University  of  Colorado,  University  of  Con¬ 
necticut,  Earlham  College,  Heidelburg  Col¬ 
lege,  Illinois  State  University,  Indiana  Uni¬ 
versity,  Middlebury  College,  Oberlin  College, 
Sara  Lawrence  College,  St.  Lawrence  Univer¬ 
sity,  Syracuse  University,  Virginia  Polytech¬ 
nic  Institute,  University  of  Wisconsin,  Stan¬ 
ford  University,  GuUford  College,  Rutgers 
University,  and  Central  College. 

‘  The  rule  would  also  be  amended  so  as  to 
Include  an  interpretative  amendment  to  the 
definition  of  "study  group  charter”  set  forth 
in  1 373.2.  Although  the  Board  has  in  the 
past  construed  Part  373  to  require  that  study 
group  charters  be  operated  on  a  round-trip 
basis,  this  requirement  has  not  been  clearly 
stated  in  the  rule.  To  make  this  point  ex¬ 
plicit,  a  new  requirement  (3)  would  be  added 
to  the  definition  of  ‘‘study  group  charter,” 
stating  that  such  charters  must  be  operated 
on  a  round-trip  basis. 

*  See  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  petition  of 
Various  Universities  and  Colleges,  filed  on 
April  21, 1976. 


In  support  of  the  suggested  amend¬ 
ments,  petitioners  contend  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  round-trip  requirement  makes  it  dif¬ 
ficult  for  universities  sponsoring  long¬ 
term  study-abroad  programs  to  provide 
participants  with  low-cost  air  transpor¬ 
tation.  Petitioners  assert  that,  because 
students  who  participate  in  such  long¬ 
term  programs  often  desire  to  remain 
abroad  various  lengths  of  time  after  the 
completion  of  their  studies,  their  SGC 
arrangements  rarely  involve  the  provi¬ 
sion  of  return  transportation  to  the 
United  States.  Moreover,  petitioners 
note,  the  Board  has  actually  granted 
numerous  waivers  authorizing  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  oneway  study  group  charters  as 
proposed  herein  by  petitioners.  Petition¬ 
ers  therefore  request  that  the  Board 
amend  the  rule  so  as  to  authorize  such 
one-way  charters  in  connection  with 
long-term  study  programs  operated  by 
responsible  educational  institutions,  and 
thereby  eliminate  the  necessity  of  filing 
for  waivers. 

Similarly,  petitioners  assert  that  the 
present  requirement  that  the  charter 
price  to  each  participant  must  include  a 
provision  for  meals  and  sleeping  accom¬ 
modations  was  primarily  designed  to  pro¬ 
tect  students  against  default  by  commer¬ 
cial  study  group  Charters.  Such  a  require¬ 
ment  need  not  apply,  they  argue,  if  the 
sponsoring  educational  institution  certi¬ 
fies  its  responsibility  for  the  participants 
and  guarantees  that  all  participants  have 
sufficient  funds  to  provide  themselves 
with  meals  and  sleeping  accommodations 
for  the  duration  of  the  program.  More¬ 
over,  petitioners  state,  many  students 
want  to  change  their  living  accommoda¬ 
tions  once  they  have  adjusted  to  the  new 
environment  abroad. 

With  respect  to  the  requirement  that 
each  participant  who  desires  to  engage 
in  independent  travel  submit  to  the  char¬ 
terer,  prior  to  departure,  a  planned 
itinerary  for  the  charterer's  approval,  pe¬ 
titioners  argue  that  this  requirement  is 
unenforceable  since  there  is  no  way  to 
prevent  students  from  deviating  from 
their  itineraries. 

In  support  of  their  request  to  allow  the 
immediate  family  of  a  student  partici¬ 
pant  to  be  transported  on  the  study 
group  charter,  petitioners  point  out  that 
married  participants  in  long-term  study- 
abroad  programs  often  desire  to  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  their  immediate  families. 
However,  Part  373  presently  prohibits 
transportation  of  such  a  student’s  family 
on  the  study  group  charter  flight.  This 
has  often  resulted  in  married  students 
being  separated  from  their  families  for 
long  periods  of  time  unless  they  obtain 
alternate  transportation  for  the  family. 
Petitioner  argues  that  the  proposed 
amendment  would  alleviate  this  unneces¬ 
sary  hardship  to  married  students.  Ac¬ 
cording  to  the  proposal,  “immediate  fam¬ 
ily”  would  be  defined  as  the  spouse  and 
minor  dependents  of  a  student  partici¬ 
pant  who  live  in  the  participant’s  house¬ 
hold. 

The  Board  has  decided  to  grant  the 
petition,  but  with  the  modifications  set 
forth  below. 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


/ 


As  amended,  the  petition  proposed 
that  if  the  charter  price  does  not  in¬ 
clude  a  provision  for  a  return  charter 
flight,  or  for  meals  or  sleeping  accom¬ 
modations,  the  sponsoring  educational 
Institution  shall  certify  that  it  will  be 
fully  responsible  for  ensuring  and  guar¬ 
anteeing  that  participating  students  will 
have  sufficient  funds  for  transportation, 
food,  and  lodging,  during  a  period  ending 
not  less  than  two  weeks  after  the  study- 
abroad  program  ends.  However,  in  pro¬ 
grams  that  do  not  involve  return  charter 
flights,  it  may  not  be  clear  when  the 
sponsoring  institution  no  longer  has  the 
responsibility  to  ensure  that  the  par¬ 
ticipants  are  provided  with  return  trans¬ 
portation,  meals,  and  sleeping  accom¬ 
modations.  This  proposal  would  there¬ 
fore  require  that  the  promotional  mate¬ 
rials  for  any  one-way  study  group  char¬ 
ter  clearly  set  forth  a  date  certain  on 
which  such  responsibilities  will  cease. 

Educational  institutions  should  recog¬ 
nize  that  this  proposal,  as  requested  by 
the  petitioning  colleges  and  universities, 
entails  a  significant  new  responsibility 
for  them.  By  their  undertaking  filed  with 
the  Board,  educational  institutions  would 
be  bound,  until  the  date  specified  therein 
(no  less  than  two  weeks  after  completion 
of  the  study  program) ,  to  provide  return 
transportation,  as  well  as  meals  and 
sleeping  accommodations,  for  partici¬ 
pants  requiring  such  assistance.  If  any 
educational  institution  should  wish  to 
avail  itself  of  these  special  provisions,  in 
lieu  of  the  normal  provisions  which  have 
been  designed  as  prepaid  round-trip 
study  group  “packages”  in  order  to  avoid 
strandings  and  other  hardships  to  stu¬ 
dents  without  funds,  then  the  Board 
would  fully  expect  that  institution  to 
strictly  honor  its  commitment  to  avoid 
all  such  hardships  as  may  arise  during 
the  period  of  its  written  undertaking.  Of 
course,  the  institution  would  be  free  to 
make  arrangements  with  participants, 
either  before  or  after  the  trip,  for  the 
reimbursement  of  any  money  paid  under 
its  guarantee,  but  the  Board  shall  regard 
the  institution  as  the  direct  and  primary 
obligor. 

Whatever  the  features  of  a  particular 
study  group  charter  program,  the  promo¬ 
tional  materials  would  be  required  to 
indicate  clearly  whether  the  charter  price 
includes  return  transportation,  meals, 
and  sleeping  accommodations. 

In  proposing  to  add  these  new  special 
provisions  for  SGC’s  operated  by  educa¬ 
tional  institutions,  we  are  also  proposing 
a  new  $  373.10a  which  would  contain  all 
of  the  special  provisions  applicable  to 
such  study  group  charters.  The  existing 
special  provisions,  which  are  currently 
set  forth  as  provisos  to  various  sections 
of  the  part,  would  thus  all  be  collected  in 
the  new  section. 

Proposed  Rule 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  373  of  the 
Board’s  Special  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  373)  as  follows: 

A.  The  table  of  contents  would  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

•  •  •  •  » 


Subpart  B— Conditions  and  Limitation* 

373.10  Study  group  statement. 

373.10a  Study  group  charters  conducted  by 
educational  institutions. 

373.11  Discrimination. 

•  •  •  *  * 

§  373.2  [Amended] 

B.  Section  373.2,  Definitions,  would  be 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  A  new  definition  of  “immediate  fam¬ 
ily”  would  be  added,  in  proper  alphabet¬ 
ical  sequence,  to  read : 

“Immediate  family”  means  persons 
who  are  living  in  the  same  household  as 
the  student  participant,  and  who  are 
either  married  to  or  minor  dependents 
of  the  student  participant. 

2.  The  definition  of  “independent 
travel”  would  be  amended  by  inserting, 
after  the  words  '‘Provided,  however, 
That,”  the  phrase  “except  as  provided  in 
§  373.10a,”  so  that  the  definition  would 
read  as  follows : 

“Independent  travel”  means  travel 
abroad  by  student  participants,  at  their 
own  expense,  during  any  period  of  travel 
not  included  in  the  charterer’s  itinerary: 
Provided,  however,  That,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  373.10a,  the  study  group  char¬ 
terer  shall  *  *  * 

3.  The  definition  of  “Study  group  char¬ 
ter”  would  be  amended  to  read: 

“Study  group  charter”  means  a  charter 
by  a  study  group  charterer,  or,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  study  groups  which  originate  in 
a  foreign  country,  by  a  foreign  study 
group  charterer,  for  the  carriage  on  a 
direct  air  carrier  of  persons  traveling  in 
air  transportation  as  a  study  group,  and 
which,  except  as  provided  in  8  373.10a, 
meets  all  of  the  following  requirements : 

(1)  The  group  qualifies  as  a  study 
group  as  defined  herein. 

(2)  A  minimum  of  4  weeks  must  elapse 
between  departure  and  return. 

(3)  The  charter  must  be  on  a  round- 
trip  basis. 

(4)  An  aircraft  under  charter  to  one 
study  group  charterer  may  carry  any 
number  of  study  groups:  Provided,  That 
if  more  than  one  group  is  carried,  the 
charter  contract  for  each  of  the  groups 
shall  be  few  40  or  more  seats. 

(5)  Except  for  periods  of  independent 
travel,  as  defined  in  this  section,  the 
price  to  each  participant  shall  include  at 
a  minimum,  at  least  two  meals  per  day. 
and  all  sleeping  accommodations,  and 
necessary  air  or  surface  transportation 
between  all  places  on  the  itinerary,  In¬ 
cluding  transportation  to  and  from  air 
and  surface  carrier  terminals  utilized  at 
such  places  other  than  the  point  of  ori¬ 
gin,  and  tuition. 

(6)  The  promotional  materials  dis¬ 
tributed  by  a  study  group  charterer 
which  offers  a  period  or  periods  of  inde¬ 
pendent  travel,  as  defined  in  this  section, 
shall  clearly  Indicate  that  the  price  of 
the  study  group  program,  as  quoted  to 
the  student  participant,  does  not  cover 
the  provision  of  any  services  or  facilities 
during  or  in  connection  with  Independent 
travel. 

4.  The  proviso  in  the  definition  of  “ed¬ 
ucational  institution”  in  S  373.2  would 


be  deleted  so  that  the  definition  would 
read  as  follows: 

“Educational  institution”  means  a 
bona  fide  school  or  college  which  •  •  • 
(6)  is  so  constituted  in  the  utilization  of 
capital,  physical  plant  and  personnel  as 
to  be  primarily  engaged  in  the  educa¬ 
tional  process  when  viewed  against  all 
other  activities  or  businesses. 

fc.  Section  373.10  would  be  amended 
by  inserting  the  phrase  “Except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  373.10a”  at  the  beginning  of 
paragraph  (b)(1),  and  by  deleting  the 
proviso  at  the  end  of  the  section,  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  373.10  Study  group  statement. 

(b)  *  •  * 

(1)  Except  as  provided  in  §  373.10a,  no 
study  group  charter  shall  be  oper¬ 
ated  *  *  • 

•  •  •  •  • 

(8)  Samples  of  the  solicitation  ma¬ 
terial  proposed  by  the  study  group  char¬ 
terer  (all  advertising  and  solicitation 
materials  employed  by  the  study  group 
charterer  shall  state  the  name  of  the 
direct  air  carrier  to  be  utilized.) 

D.  A  new  8  373.10a  would  be  added  im¬ 
mediately  following  §  373.10,  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  373.10a  Study  group  charter*  con¬ 
ducted  by  educational  institution*. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  apply 
only  to  an  educational  institution  that 
submits  to  the  Board  (Supplementary 
Services  Division,  Bureau  of  Operating 
Rights)  a  statement,  signed  by  its  presi¬ 
dent,  certifying  that  it  meets  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  “educational  institution”  set  forth 
in  8  373 2. 

(a)  An  educational  institution  con¬ 
ducting  a  study  group  charter  need  not 
comply  with  the  requirements  of  88  373.- 
10(b),  373.10(c)  or  373.15. 

(b)  The  following  provisions  apply  to 
study  group  charters  conducted  by  an 
educational  institution  in  connection 
with  an  academic  study-abroad  program 
program  lasting  at  least  70  days: 

(1)  The  educational  Institution  need 
not  comply  with  the  requirement  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  an  Itinerary  contained  in  the 
first  proviso  of  the  definition  of  “inde¬ 
pendent  travel"  set  forth  in  8  373.2. 

(2)  A  student  participant’s  immediate 
family  may  be  transported  as  part  of  the 
study  group. 

(3)  The  charter  price  to  each  partici¬ 
pant  need  not  include  return  transporta¬ 
tion,  meals,  or  sleeping  accommodations 
if,  prior  to  departure,  the  sponsoring  edu¬ 
cational  institution  submits  to  the  Board 
(Supplementary  Services  Division.  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights)  a  statement, 
signed  by  its  president,  certifying  that 
the  sponsoring  institution  assumes  the 
responsibility  of  ensuring  that  partici¬ 
pants  are  in  fact  provided  with  meals, 
sleeping  accommodations,  and  return 
transportation  until  a  specified  date  cer¬ 
tain,  not  earlier  than  two  weeks  after  the 
end  of  the  study-abroad  program. 

(4)  Promotional  materials  distributed 
by  an  educational  institution  conducting 
study  group  charters  shall  cpnform  to 
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the  requirements  set  forth  in  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  “study  group  charter”  in  fi  S73.2, 
and  in  addition  shall  ck-^ly  indicate 
whether  return  transportation,  meals,  or 
sleeping  accommodations  are  included  in 
the  charter  price.  Unless  return  trans¬ 
portation,  meals,  and  sleeping  accom¬ 
modations  are  Included  in  the  charter 
price,  the  promotional  materials  shall 
clearly  indicate  a  date  certain  (not 
earlier  than  two  weeks  after  the  ending 
date  of  the  study-abroad  program)  on 
which  the  responsibility  of  the  sponsor¬ 
ing  institution  to  ensure  that  participants 
abroad  are  provided  with  meals,  sleeping 
accommodations,  and  return  transporta¬ 
tion  ceases. 

E.  Section  373.15,  Surety  Bond,  would 
be  amended  by  inserting  the  phrase  “or 
in  §  373.10a,”  in  paragraph  (b),  and  by 
deleting  the  proviso  at  the  end  of  the 
section,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  373.15  Surety  Bond. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  or  in  8  373.10a,  the 
study  group  charterer  shall  •  •  • 

•  *  *  *  *  * 

(d)  The  bond  required  by  this  section 
shall  provide  that  unless  the  student  par¬ 
ticipant  files  a  claim  with  the  study 
group  charterer,  or,  if  he  u  unavailable 
with  the  surety,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  termination  of  the  study  group 
charter,  the  surety  shall  be  released  from 
all  liability  under  the  bond  to  such  stu¬ 
dent  participant.  The  contract  between 
the  study  group  charterer  and  the  stu¬ 
dent  participant  shall  contain  notice  of 
this  provision. 

[FR  Doc.76-20580  Filed  T-15-76;8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[  40  CFR  Fart  418  ] 

[FRL  681-6] 

EFFLUENT  GUIDELINES  AND  STANDARDS 

Urea  and  Ammonium  Nitrate;  Fertilizer 

Manufacturing  Point  Source  Category 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  (EPA)  is 
proposing  to  amend  40  CFR  418,  Fertil¬ 
izer  Manufacturing  Point  Source  Cate¬ 
gory;  Subpart  C— Urea  Subcategory, 
88  418.30,  418.32,  418.33  and  418.35;  and 
Subpart  D — Ammonium  Nitrate  Subcat¬ 
egory,  88  418.40,  418.42,  418.43  and  418.45 
as  set  forth  below. 

40  CFR  418  was  promulgated  on 
April  8,  1974  (39  FR  12832)  pursuant  to 
sections  301,  304  (b)  and  (e),  306  (b) 
and  (c)  and  307(c)  of  the  Federal  Water 
Pollution  Control  Act  as  amended  (33 
U.S.C.  1251,  1311,  1314  (b)  and  (c),  1316 
(b),  and  1317(c));  86  Stat.  816  et.  seq.; 
P.L.  92-500.  On  June  23,  1975  (40  FR 
26275)  Subpart  D — Ammonium  Nitrate 
Subcategory  was  suspended  until  further 
notice.  On  August  20, 1975  (40  FR  36337) 
Subpart  C— Urea  Subcategory  was 
amended.  The  suspended  sections  of  Sub- 
part  D — Ammonium  Nitrate  Subcategory 
will  be  reinstated  at  the  time  these 
amendments  are  promulgated. 


PROPOSED  RULES 

Industry  has  contended  that  EPA’s 
data  base  for  urea  and  ammonium  ni¬ 
trate  manufacture  was  inadequate  for 
establishing  effluent  limitations.  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  thu  contention  EPA  has  made 
a  written  request  to  essentially  all  the 
urea  and  ammonium  nitrate  plants  in  the 
United  States  for  process  information, 
production  rates,  raw  waste  loads,  treat¬ 
ment  system  descriptions,  and  treated 
effluent  data. 

Responses  were  received  from  47  plants 
producing  urea,  ammonium  nitrate  or 
both.  This  represented  78%  of  the  urea 
manufacturing  capacity  and  70%  of  the 
ammonium  nitrate  manufacturing  ca¬ 
pacity.  To  analyze  the  data  received,  the 
industry  was  categorized  by  product  and 
process.  Treatment  systems  and  process 
differences  were  examined.  Effluent  data 
were  reduced  to  consistent  units  and  var¬ 
iability  of  performance  was  studied. 
Plants  with  performance  better  than  the 
median  value  for  each  of  the  controlled 
pollution  parameters  were  averaged  to 
determine  the  long  term  effluent  waste 
load  for  each  pollutant.  These  long  term 
waste  loans  were  multiplied  by  the  vari¬ 
ability  factors  to  derive  the  effluent 
limitations. 

The  urea  subcategory  was  subdivided 
into  plants  making  solutions  only  and 
plants  making  a  prilled  or  granulated 
product.  Beet  practicable  control  tech¬ 
nology  currently  available  (BPT)  for 
solutions  producing  plants  is  based  on 
the  average  of  5  of  the  11  plants  submit¬ 
ting  applicable  data.  BPT  for  plants  that 
prill  or  granulate  their  product  Is  based 
on  the  average  of  5  of  11  plants  submit¬ 
ting  applicable  data.  Best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable  (BAT) 
for  solutions  producing  plants  is  based 
on  the  average  of  the  best  4  urea  plants. 
Plants  108  and  109,  the  2  best  plants  pro¬ 
ducing  urea  as  a  solution  only,  were  used 
in  computing  this  average.  Plant  109  did 
not  analyze  for  organic  nitrogen  and, 
consequently,  no  data  for  this  parameter 
were  available.  In  order  to  broaden  the 
data  base,  plants  140  and  146,  the  2  best 
plants  producing  solid  urea,  were  also 
used.  These  plants  were  Included  along 
with  the  solutions  only  plants  since  they 
produce  urea  solution  prior  to  the  prill¬ 
ing  operation.  BAT  for  plants  that  prill 
or  granulate  their  products  is  tha  aver¬ 
age  of  the  best  3  plants.  The  new  source 
performance  standard  (NSPS)  is  estab¬ 
lished  as  the  same  as  BAT  since  there  are 
now  plants  performing  at  this  level. 

This  regulation  supersedes  the  regu¬ 
lation  for  urea  published  August  20, 1975 
(40  FR  36337).  The  organic  nitrogen 
limitation  for  this  regulation  is  lower 
than  in  the  previous  regulation  because 
the  loss  from  rainfall  runoff  is  now  ex¬ 
cluded  from  coverage  by  this  regulation. 

For  ammonium  nitrate,  BPT  is  based 
on  the  average  of  11  of  28  plants  submit¬ 
ting  applicable  data.  No  plants  using  ion 
exchange  treatment  technology  were  in¬ 
cluded  in  this  determination.  For  BAT, 
the  average  of  the  best  5  plants  was  used. 
Two  of  these  plants  use  ion  exchange 
treatment  technology  but  the  others 
achieve  good  results  without  its  use. 
NSPS  is  established  as  the  same  as  BAT 
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since  there  are  now  plants  performing 
at  this  level. 

The  previous  regulation  subdivided 
ammonium  nitrate  limitations  for  plants 
that  make  solutions  and  plants  that  prill 
or  granulate  their  product.  It  would  be 
expected  that  plants  making  solutions 
would  have  lower  discharges  since  prill¬ 
ing  and  granulation  are  additional  proc¬ 
ess  steps.  However,  the  data  Indicate 
that  plants  making  solutions  actually 
have  slightly  higher  discharges.  For  this 
reason,  the  plants  making  all  forms  of 
ammonium  nitrate  were  combined  in  es¬ 
tablishing  the  limitations. 

The  data  on  which  these  regulations 
are  based  are  summarized  in  Appendix  A 
to  this  preamble.  As  indicated  below,  ad¬ 
ditional  data  and  Information  are  avail¬ 
able  at  the  EPA  Public  Information  Unit. 

Variability  of  performance  was  evalu¬ 
ated  for  the  5  plants  manufacturing  urea 
and  the  6  plants  manufacturing  ammo¬ 
nium  nitrate  which  submitted  data  suit¬ 
able  for  this  purpose.  The  pollution  pa¬ 
rameters  for  which  variability  factors 
were  calculated  are  ammonia-N  and  or¬ 
ganic -N  for  urea  production  and  ammo- 
nia-N  and  nltrate-N  for  ammonium  ni¬ 
trate  production.  For  all  pollution  pa¬ 
rameters  for  each  of  the  11  operations, 
statistical  analysis  utilizing  appropriate 
computer  programs  was  used  to  deter¬ 
mine  if  the  data  more  closely  fit  a  nor¬ 
mal  or  log-normal  distribution.  Statisti¬ 
cal  analysis  of  the  historical  data  was 
then  used  to  predict  a  value  of  the  efflu¬ 
ent  waste  load  with  which  the  plant 
would  be  in  compliance  at  least  99%  of 
the  time.  This  99th  percentile  waste  load 
was  divided  by  the  long  term  average  of 
that  particular  pollution  parameter  to 
obtain  the  variability  factor.  Two  varia¬ 
bility  factors  were  determined  for  each 
of  the  polution  parameters.  The  first 
gives  the  maximum  variation  of  the  aver¬ 
age  of  30  consecutive  days  above  the  long 
term  average.  The  second  gives  the  max¬ 
imum  variation  of  any  one  day  above 
the  long  term  average. 

The  variability  factors  for  all  of  the 
urea  operations  were  averaged  to  give 
representative  numbers  for  both  of  the 
pollution  parameters.  Likewise,  the  vari¬ 
ability  factors  for  all  of  the  ammonium 
nitrate  operations  were  averaged.  Vari¬ 
ability  factors  by  product,  plant,  and 
pollution  parameter  are  tabulated  in 
Appendix  A.  It  should  be  noted  that  while 
the  data  submitted  for  each  of  the  11 
operations  could  be  used  for  determining 
the  variability  of  the  average  of  30  con¬ 
secutive  days,  the  data  from  4  of  these 
operations  were  not  suitable  for  calculat¬ 
ing  the  variability  of  any  one  day.  These 
variability  factors,  which  are  based  on 
currently  available  data  and  used  in  these 
amendments,  seem  excessively  high  for  a 
well  controlled  pollution  abatement  oper¬ 
ation.  With  continuing  improvement  of 
pollution  control  in  this  industry,  it  is 
expected  that  data  providing  the  basis  for 
more  stringent  variability  factors  will 
become  available. 

A  number  of  the  plants  for  which  data 
were  submitted  appear  to  have  performed 
significantly  more  poorly  than  others 
with  similar  facilities.  The  Agency  has 
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considered  this  situation  and  has  found 
no  factor  to  explain  this  difference  other 
than  variation  In  the  quality  of  perform¬ 
ance.  The  Agency  will  continue  to  con¬ 
sider  this  question  during  the  comment 
period. 

Shipping  losses  and  precipitation  run¬ 
off  were  excluded  from  both  the  urea 
and  ammonium  nitrate  regulations  as  in¬ 
dicated  in  the  amended  applicability  sec¬ 
tions.  These  items  are  of  an  Intermittent 
nature  and  can  be  readily  controlled. 
They  cannot  be  related  to  a  unit  of  pro¬ 
duction  at  this  time  because  data  are  not 
available. 

The  age  of  plants  was  considered,  but 
does  not  provide  a  basis  for  subdivision. 
Some  of  the  older  plants  appear  to  be 
among  the  best  performers. 

The  technology  to  achieve  the  limita¬ 
tions  in  the  proposed  amendment  is 
readily  available  and  currently  in  use. 
It  is  described  in  the  manual  entitled 
“Development  Document  for  Effluent 
Limitations  -Guidelines  and  New  Source 
Performance  Standards  for  the  Basic 
Fertilizer  Chemicals  Segment  of  the  Fer¬ 
tilizer. Manufacturing  Point  Source  Cate¬ 
gory’’  available  from  the  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  for  a 
nominal  fee. 

The  economic  impact  for  the  urea  and 
ammonium  nitrate  subcategories  was 
presented  with  the  promulgation  of  the 
regulations  on  April  8,  1974.  The  “Eco¬ 
nomic  Analysis  of  Effluent  Guidelines — 
Fertilizer  Industry”  contains  the  com¬ 
plete  results  of  the  study  and  is  available 
from  the  National  Technical  Informa¬ 
tion  Service,  Springfield,  Virginia.  Since 
that  time  the  performance  of  the  speci¬ 
fied  technology  has  been  reviewed.  The 
less  stringent  regulations  proposed  here 
reflect  the  broadened  data  base  concern¬ 
ing  the  performance  of  the  technology. 
Thus,  this  change  in  effluent  limitations 
does  not  affect  the  cost  of 'achieving  the 
standards.  The  economic  impact  is, 
therefore,  the  same  as  previously  esti¬ 
mated.  It  is  hereby  certified  that  the 
economic  and  inflationary  effects  of  this 
proposal  have  been  carefully  evaluated 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
11821. 

A  summary  of  findings,  the  data  col¬ 
lected  and  the  information  received 
(unless  confidential)  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  EPA  Pub¬ 
lic  Information  Reference  Unit,  Room 
2922  (EPA  Library),  Waterside  Mall,  401 
M  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The 
EPA  information  regulation  provides 
that  a  reasonable  fee  may  be  charged 
for  copying. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  by  submitting  written 
comments  in  triplicate  to  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  401  M  Street 
SW..  Washington,  D.C.  20460,  Attention: 
Distribution  Officer,  WH-552. 

Comments  on  all  aspects  of  the  regula¬ 
tion  are  solicited.  In  the  event  com¬ 
ments  are  in  the  nature  of  criticisms  as 
to  the  adequacy  of  data  which  are  avail¬ 
able.  or  which  may  be  relied  upon  by 
the  Agency,  comments  should  identify 
and.  if  possible,  provide  any  additional 
data  which  may  be  available  and  should 


indicate  why  such  data  are  essential  to 
the  amendment  or  modification  of  the 
regulation.  In  the  event  comments  ad¬ 
dress  the  approach  taken  by  the  Agency 
in  establishing  an  effluent  limitation  or 
guidelines,  EPA  solicits  suggestions  as  to 
what  and  why  and  how  this  alternative 
better  satisfies  the  detailed  requirements 
of  sections  301  and  304(b)  of  the  Act. 

A  copy  of  all  public  comments  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  EPA  Public  Information  Reference 
Unit,  Room  2922  (EPA  Library),  Water¬ 
side  Mall.  401  M  Street  SW..  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  The  EPA  information  regula¬ 
tion,  40  CFR  Part  2,  provides  that  a  rea¬ 
sonable  fee  may  be  charged  for  copying. 

All  comments  received  on  or  before 
August  16,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  July  1, 1976. 

Russell  E.  Train, 
Administrator. 

Preamble  Appendix  A 

The  following  data  summarize  the  infor¬ 
mation  used  as  a  basis  for  the  limitations 
and  standards  proposed  herein.  Original  data 
and  other  information  are  available  at  the 
EPA  Public  Information  Unit. 

(a)  Urea  Subcategory  (Subpart  C). 

Best  practicable  oontrol  technology  cur¬ 
rently  available  (BPT)  for  solutions  pro¬ 
ducing  plants  is  based  on  the  average  of  6 
of  the  11  plants  submitting  applicable  data. 
The  performance  of  the  plants  used  In  this 
determination  is  as  follows : 


Plant 

Organic 
nitrogen 
I>ounds  per 
1,0001b 
(kilogram? 
per  1.000  kg) 

Ammonia 
nitrogen 
pound*  per 
1,0001b 
(kilograms 
per  1,000  kg) 

108 

0  0043 

.0043 

109. 

NA 

.102 

Ill . 

0. 043 

.319 

141.  — _ _ 

0.054 

.231 

iso . 

0. 193 

NA 

Long-term  average . 

0.074 

.164 

Average  of  30d. 

0.27 

.43 

Daily  maximum _ 

0.50 

.85 

The  numbers  for  the  Average  of  30  days 
and  the  Dally  Maximum  were  derived  from 
the  long  term  average  by  using  the  varia¬ 
bility  factors  listed  In  this  appendix.  Taking 
Organic  Nitrogen  as  an  example: 

Average  of  30  days  =  Long  Term  Average  X 
Variability  Factor  .074 
X  3.6  =  .27 

Daily  Maximum  =  Long  Term  Average  X 
Variability  Factor  .074 
X  6.7  =  .50 

BPT  for  plants  that  prill  or  granulate  their 
product  is  based  on  the  average  of  5  of  11 
plants  submitting  applicable  data.  The  per¬ 
formance  of  the  plants  used  in  this  deter¬ 
mination  is  as  follows : 


Plant 

Organic 
nitrogen  , 

pounds  per 
1.000  lb 
(kilograms 
per  1,000  kg) 

Ammonia 
nitrogen 
pounds  per 
1,0001b 
(kilograms 
per  1,(M0  kg) 

140 

0  044 

0  066 

112 .  . 

0.63 

NA 

146  _ 

.129 

0  057 

137. 

.224 

0079 

no 

.310 

0.501 

Long-term  average 

.154 

0. 17# 

Average  of  SOd _ 

.55 

0.  46 

Daily  maximum . . . 

LOS 

092 

Best  available 

technology 

economically 

achievable  (BAT)  for  solutions  producing 


plants  is  based  on  the  average  of  the  best  4 
plants.  The  performance  of  the  best  plants 
used  in  this  determination  is  as  follows: 


Plant 

Organic 
nitrogen 
pounds  per 
1.0001b 
(kilogram* 
per  1.000  kg) 

Ammonia 
nitrogen 
pounds  per 
1.0001b 
(kilograms 
per  1,000  kg) 

108... 

0.0013 

0.0013 

109. 

NA 

.  102 

140 . 

0.044 

.066 

146. 

0.129 

.057 

Long-term  average . 

0.059 

.057 

Average  of  30  d  . . 

0.21 

.15 

Daily  maximum . .. 

0.40 

.30 

BAT  for  plants  that  prUl  or  granulate  their 
products  is  the  average  of  the  best  3  plants. 
The  performance  of  the  best  plants  used  in 
this  determination  is  as  follows: 


Plant 

Organic 
nitrogeu 
pounds  per 
1,0001b 
(kilograms 
per  1,000  kg) 

Ammonia 
nitrogen 
pounds  per 
1,0001b 
(kilograms 
per  1,000  kg) 

140 _ 

0.044 

0.066 

112 . 

.063 

NA 

146 .  . 

.129 

.057 

Long-term  average . 

.079 

.062 

Average  of  30  d. . 

.28 

.16 

Daily  maximum.... 

.53 

.32 

The  new  source  performance  standard 
(NSPS)  is  established  as  the  same  as  BAT 
since  there  are  now  plants  performing  at  this 
level. 

(b)  Ammonium  Nitrate  Subcategory  (Sub¬ 
part  D). 

For  ammonium  nitrate,  BPT  is  based  on  the 
average  of  11  of  28  plants  submitting  appli¬ 
cable  data.  No  plants  using  Ion  exchange 
treatment  technology  were  Included  in  this 
determination.  The  performance  of  the  plants 
used  in  this  determination  is  as  follows: 


Plant 

Nitrate 
nitrogen 
l>ounds  per 
1.0001b 
(kilograms 
per  1,000  kg) 

Ammonia 
nitrogen 
pounds  per 
1,0001b 
(kilograms 
per  1,000  kg) 

IIS . 

0.0 

0.0 

125 _ _ 

.0110 

.0134 

111 . . 

.0607 

.201 

143 . 

.063 

.184 

116 . . 

.0748 

.0243 

130 . . 

.178 

.260 

138 . 

.178 

.294 

135.... . 

.198 

.  096 

137 .  . 

.379 

.218 

131 . .  . . 

408 

.352 

118 . 

.610 

.370 

Long-term  average. 

.188 

.183 

Average  of  30  d . 

.36 

.35 

Dally  maximum . .. 

.66 

.66 

For  BAT,  the  average  of  the  best  5  plants 
was  used.  Two  of  these  plants  use  ion  ex¬ 
change  treatment  technology  but  the  others 
achieve  good  results  without  its  use.  The  per¬ 
formance  of  the  best  plants  used  in  this  de¬ 
termination  is  as  follows : 


Plant 

Nitrate 
nitrogen 
t>ounds  per 
12)00  lb 
(kilograms 
per  1,000  kg) 

Ammonia 
nitrogen 
pounds  per 
1,0001b 
(kilograms 
per  1,000  kg) 

US .  ... 

0.0 

0.0 

125 . 

.0110 

0. 134 

108  .  ... 

.0124 

.0160 

109 . 

.0186 

.0212 

lie . 

.0748 

.0243 

Long-term  average. 

.023 

.015 

Average  of  30  d _ 

.04 

.03 

Dally  maximum.... 

.03 

.05 
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N8P8  is  established  as  the  same  as  BAT  since  there  are  now  plants  performing  at  this 
level. 

Variability  factors  related  to  long-term  average 
.  [Urea  plants] 


Organic  nitrogen 


Ammonia  nitrogen 


Plant  No. 


104.. 

110.. 

125.. 
1*7.. 

141.. 


Average. 


Maximum  aver¬ 
age  for  30  con¬ 
secutive  days 

Maximum  for 

1  day 

Maximum  aver¬ 
age  for  30  con¬ 
secutive  days 

Maximum  for 

1  day 

2.32 

2.80 

4.05 

5.86 

2.88 

4.22 

3.05 

4.23 

1.64 

2.17 

3.70 

8.99 

2.44 

6.45 

4.68 

7.90 

9.15 

7.95 

3.6 

6.7 

2.6 

5.2 

(Ammonium  nitrate  plants] 

Nitrate  nitrogen 

Ammonia  nitrogen 

Plant  No. 

Maximum  aver-  Maximum  for 
age  for  30  con-  1  day 

secutive  days 

Maximum  aver-  Maximum  for 

age  for  30  con-  1  day 

secutive  days 

104. . 

125  ... 

. . .  2.07 . . . 

.  2.06  \  2.56 

2.51  .  . 

1.64  2.17 

If* 

1.56 . 

1.  64 . . . 

1*7 _ _ 

.  2.01  4.26 

2.44  A  45 

188 . 

.  2.05 . . . 

1.86  ..  _ 

1*9. 


1.78 


3.70 


1.40 


Average . 


SUMMARY  Or  PARTICIPATION  WITH  INDUSTRY 

A  presentation  concerning  objectives  and 
plans  for  development  of  these  regulations 
was  made  to  a  meeting  of  the  Environmental 
Committee  of  the  Fertilizer  Institute  that 
was  widely  attended  by  manufacturers  of 
urea  and  ammonium  nitrate.  The  Fertilizer 
Institute  detailed  by  letter,  points  of  con¬ 
cern  for  the  consideration  in  developing 
these  regulations.  A  copy  of  the  submissions 
received  from  the  Inquiry  to  industry  was 
made  available  to  the  technical  consultant 
for  the  petitioners  who  reviewed  the  data 
and  made  a  written  comment.  The  issues 
raised  In  this  Industry  participation  were 
evaluated  and  Incorporated  where  appropri¬ 
ate,  In  development  of  these  proposed  regu¬ 
lations. 

1.  Section  418.30  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

9  418.30  Applicability ;  description  of 
the  urea  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  manufacture  of  urea.  Dis¬ 
charges  from  shipping  losses  and  precip¬ 
itation  runoff  are  excluded. 

2.  In  8  418.32  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

$  418.32  Effluent  limitations  and  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of  efflu¬ 
ent  reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 


(a)  The  following  limitations  consti¬ 
tute  the  maximum  permissible  discharge 
for  urea  manufacurtlng  operations  in 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent 

characteristic 


Maximum  for 
any  X  day 


Average  of  daily 
values  for  30 
consecutive  days 
shall  not 
exceed— 


Metric  units  (kilograms  per  1,000  kg  of  product) 
English  units  (pounds  per  1,0001b  of  product) 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent 

characteristic 


Maximum  for 
any  1  day 


Average  of  daily 
values  for  30 
consecutive  days 
shall  not 
exceed — 


Metric  units  (kilograms  per  1,000  kg  of  product) 
English  units  (pounds  per  1,000  lb  of  product) 


Ammonia  (asfN) _ 0.92 . 

Organic  nitrogen  LOO . 

WN); 

pH . Within  the 

range  6.0 
to  9.0. 


3.  Section  418.33  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  418.33  Effluent  limitations  and  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of  efflu¬ 
ent  reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  available  technol-* 
ogy  economically  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
available  technology  economically 
achievable : 

(a)  The  following  limitations  consti¬ 
tute  the  maximum  permissible  discharge 
for  urea  manufacturing  operations  in 
which  urea  is  produced  as  a  solution 
product: 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent 

characteristic  Maximum  for 
any  l  day 


Average  of  daily 
values  tor  30 
consecutive  days 
shall  not 
exceed— 


Metric  units)  kilograms  per  1.000  kg  of  product) 
(English  units  (pounds  per  1,000  lb  of  product) 


which  urea  is  produced  as  a  solution 
product: 


0.15 

.21 


Ammonia  (as  N)...  0.30 . . 

Organic  nitrogen  0.40 . . 

(as  N). 

pH . Within  the 

range  6.0 
to  9.0. 


(b)  The  following  limitations  consti¬ 
tute  the  maximum  permissible  discharge 
for  urea  manufacturing  operations  in 
which  urea  is  prilled  or  granulated: 


Effluent  limitations 


0.43 

.27 


Ammonia  (as  N)...  0.85 . 

Organic  nitrogen 

fiN) . 0.50 . 

pH . Within  the 

range  6.0 
to  9.0. 


(b)  The  following  limitations  consti¬ 
tute  the  maximum  permissible  discharge 
for  urea  manufacturing  operations  in 
which  urea  is  prilled  or  granulated : 


Effluent 

characteristic 


Maximum  for 
any  1  day 


Average  of  daily 
values  for  30 
consecutive  days 
shall  not 
exceed— 


Metric  units  (kilograms  per  1,000  kg  of  product) 
English  units  (pounds  per  1,000  lb  of  product) 


Ammonia  (as  N)...  A 32 . 

Organic  nitrogen  A 53... . 

(UN). 

pH . Within  the 

range  6.0 
to  9.  A 


0.16 

.28 


A46 

.56 


4.  In  8  418.35  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b) 
are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  418.35  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 

»  e  *  •  i 

(a)  The  following  limitations  consti¬ 
tute  the  maximum  permissible  discharge 
for  urea  manufacturing  operations  in 
which  urea  is  produced  as  a  solution 
product: 
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Effluent 

characteristic 


Effluent  limitation* 


Maximum  for 
any  1  day 


Average  of  daily 
values  for  30 


consecutive  days 
shall  not 
exceed— 


Metric  units  (kilogram  per  1.000  kg  of  product) 
English  units  (pounds  per  1,000  lb  of  product) 


Ammonia  (as  ND...  0  30 . 

Organic  nitrogen  0. 40 . . 

(as  N). 

pH... . Within  the 

range  6.0 
to  9.0. 


0.15 

.21 


(b)  The  following  limitations  consti¬ 
tute  the  maximum  permissible  discharge 
for  urea  manufacturing  operations  in 
which  urea  is  prilled  or  granulated: 


Effluent 

characteristic 


Effluent  limitations 


Average  of  daily 
Maximum  for  values  for  30 
any  1  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not 
exceed— 


Metric  units  (kilograms  per  1,000  kg  of  product) 
English  units  (pounds  per  1,000  lb  of  product) 


guidelines.  On  the  basis  of  such  evidence 
or  other  available  information,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  the  State)  will 
make  a  written  finding  that  such  factors 
are  or  are  not  fundamentally  different 
for  that  facility  compared  to  those  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  Development  Document.  If 
such  fundamentally  different  factors  are 
found  to  exist,  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor  or  the  State  shall  establish  for  the 
discharger  effluent  limitations  in  the 
NPDES  permit  either  more  or  less  strin¬ 
gent  than  the  limitations  established 
herein,  to  the  extent  dictated  by  such 
fundamentally  different  factors.  Such 
limitations  must  be  approved  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  The  Administrator  may 
approve  or  disapprove  such  limitations, 
specify  other  limitations,  or  initiate  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  revise  these  regulations. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available : 


Ammonia  (as  N)...  0.32. . .  0. 16 

Organic  nitrogen  0.53 .  .28 


4»n). 

pH . . Within  the 

range  6.0 
to  9.0. 


5.  Section  418.40  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  418.40  Applicability ;  description  of 
the  ammonium  nitrate  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  resulting  from  the 
manufacture  of  ammonium  nitrate.  Dis¬ 
charges  from  shipping  losses  and  pre¬ 
cipitation  runoff  are  excluded. 

0.  Section  418.42  of  the  ammonium  ni¬ 
trate  subcategory  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  418.42  Effluent  limitations  and  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of  efflu¬ 
ent  reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  this  section,  EPA  took  into  ac¬ 
count  all  information  it  was  able  to  col¬ 
lect,  develop  and  solicit  with  respect  to 
factors  (such  as  age  and  size  of  plant, 
raw  materials,  manufacturing  processes, 
products  produced,  treatment  technol¬ 
ogy  available,  energy  requirements  and 
costs)  which  can  affect  the  industry  sub¬ 
categorization  and  effluent  levels  estab¬ 
lished.  It  is,  however,  possible  that  data 
which  would  affect  these  limitations 
have  not  been  available  and,  as  a  result, 
these  limitations  should  be  adjusted  for 
certain  plants  in  this  industry.  An  in¬ 
dividual  discharger  or  other  interested 
person  may  submit  evidence  to  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  to  the  State, 
if  the  State  has  the  authority  to  issue 
NPDES  permits)  that  factors  relating  to 
the  equipment  or  facilities  involved,  the 
process  applied  or  other  such  factors 
related  to  such  discharger  are  funda¬ 
mentally  different  from  the  factors  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  establishment  of  the 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  fbr  30 
any  1  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not 
exceed— 


Metric  units  (kilograms  per  1.000  kg  of  product) 
English  units  (pounds  per  1 .000  lb  of  product) 


Ammonia  (as  N) _ 0.66... . .  0.35 

Nitrate  (as  N) _ 0.66 .  .38 

pH _ _ _ Within  the  _ _ _ 

'  range  6.0 
to  9.0. 


7.  Section  418.43  of  the  ammonium 
nitrate  subcategory  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  418.43  Effluent  limitations  and  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of  efflu¬ 
ent  reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  available  technol¬ 
ogy  economically  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable: 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  of  dally 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  30 
any  1  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not 
exceed— 


Metric  units  (kilograms  per  1,000  kg  of  product) 
English  units  (pounds  por  1,000  lb  of  product) 


Ammonia  (as  N) _ 0.05 . . . -  0. 03 

Nitrate  (as  N) _ 0.08... .  .04 

pH . Within  the  . 

range  6.0 
to  9.0. 


8.  Section  418.45  of  the  ammonium 
nitrate  subcategory  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 


§  418.45  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  new  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart: 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristic  values  for  30 

Maximum  fbr  consecutive  days 
any  1  day  shall  not 

exceed— 


Metric  units  (kilograms  per  1,000  kg  of  product) 
English  unite  (i>ounds  per  1,000  lb  of  product) 


Ammonia  (as  N)...  0.05... .  0.03 

Nitrate  (as  N) . 0.08 .  .04 

pH . . Within  the  . 

range  6.0 
to  9.0. 


(FR  Doc.76-20498  Filed  7-15-76; 8: 45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 
[  47  CFR  Part  21  ] 

[FCC  76-646;  Docket  No.  20870] 

DOMESTIC  PUBLIC  LAND  MOBILE 
RADIO  SERVICE 

Licensing  Policies  and  Procedures 

1.  The  Commission  has  become  in¬ 
creasingly  aware  of  significant  problems 
in  the  licensing  of  carriers  in  the  Domes¬ 
tic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio  Service 
(DPLMRS) .  The  DPLMRS  is  character¬ 
ized  by  entitles  offering  mobile  tele¬ 
phone,  dispatch,  and  paging  services  to 
the  public  for  hire.  These  entities  pro¬ 
vide  service  by  use  of  radio  channels  and 
are  regulated  by  the  Commission  under 
Title  in  and  Title  II  of  the  Act.  In  addi¬ 
tion  many  state  utilities  commissions 
regulate  entry,  rates,  and  services  of 
DPLMRS  carriers  at  the  local  level.  At 
the  present  time  an  applicant  before  the 
Commission  for  new,  additional  or  modi¬ 
fied  facilities,  if  opposed,  may  expect  a 
delay  neither  the  applicant  nor  the  pub¬ 
lic  has  use  of  the  facilities.  We  believe 
that  revision  of  our  DPLMRS  licensing 
policies  and  procedures  can  result  in 
significant  reductions  in  the  delay  and 
expense  presently  involved  In  DPLMRS 
licensing,  and  we  believe  that  these  re¬ 
ductions  will  translate  into  greate  avail¬ 
ability  of  services  and  lower  overall  costs 
for  the  public. 

2.  One  of  the  most  common  sources 
of  delay  in  this  service  is  the  common 
practice  of  filing  petitions  to  deny  the 
application  for  a  radio  license,  these  pe¬ 
titions  often  allege  that  the  service  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  applicant  is  unneeded  or 
that  any  need  for  communications  serv¬ 
ices  that  exists  in  the  community  can 
be  met  by  the  existing  carriers  in  the 
market.  The  need  standards  applied  to 
DPLMRS  applications  grew  primarily 
out  of  two  cases,  Long  Island  Paging1 


1  Edith  V.  Joyce,  et  al.,  d/b/a  Long  Island 
Paging,  30  F.C.C.  2d  405  (Review  Board  1971). 
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and  New  York  Telephone  Company.’ 
Presently  an  applicant  is  required  to 
demonstrate  that  there  exist  significant 
unserved  communications  needs  in  the 
market  in  which  he  intends  to  operate. 
This  can  be  demonstrated  by  submitting 
a  list  of  persons  who  desire  his  service  or 
indirectly  by  the  use  of  surveys  and  pro¬ 
jections.  The  applicant  is  not  required 
to  demonstrate  that  this  demand  can¬ 
not  be  met  by  existing  carriers  in  the 
market.  The  presence  or  absence  of  need 
can  be  a  question  that  requires  a  signifi¬ 
cant  time  for  resolution  and  may  even 
require  hearing  proceedings.  Petitions 
may  also  allege  that  the  operations  of 
the  petitioner  and  the  applicant  are  eco¬ 
nomically  mutually  exclusive.  That  is, 
that  the  entry  of  the  applicant  will  re¬ 
sult  in  economic  Injury  to  the  existing 
carrier.  Presumably  this  economic  injury 
results  in  Injury  to  the  public.  Again, 
substantial  time  can  be  expended  in  the 
resolution  of  this  issue. 

3.  Another  common  allegation  made 
by  protestants  is  that  the  applicant  lacks 
the  legal  or  financial  qualifications  for  a 
Commission  license.  We  believe  that  a 
lack  of  specificity  and  certainty  in  the 
standards  applicable  may  have  made  res¬ 
olution  of  these  questions  more  difficult 
and  time  consuming  than  is  necessary. 

4.  Section  21.13(f)  of  our  Rules  pro¬ 
vides  that  an  applicant  for  DPLMRS 
facilities  must  submit  with  his  appli¬ 
cation  a  state  certificate  or  franchise  if 
one  is  required  by  the  state  in  which  he 
intends  to  operate.  We  have  examined 
this  requirement  and  the  effect  it  has  on 
our  procedures.  We  believe  that  our  poli¬ 
cy  of  requiring  a  certificate  prior  to 
accepting  an  application  should  be 
changed  as  Indicated  below.  However, 
pending  the  conclusion  of  this  rulemak¬ 
ing,  we  will  entertain  requests  for  waiver 
of  1 21.13(f)  from  otherwise  qualified 
applicants. 

5.  Presently,  in  the  DPLMRS  there  are 
often  two  or  more  applicants  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  frequency  in  the  same  locality.  In 
cases  a  grant  can  be  made  only  after  a 
comparative  hearing  has  been  held.  We 
think  that  some  of  these  hearings  may 
be  avoided,  as  proposed  below. 

6.  Because  we  believe  that  these  and 
other  problems  are  remediable  we  will 
issue  this  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
and  invite  members  of  the  industry  and 
the  public  to  comment  upon  the  issues 
and  proposals  discussed  herein. 

7.  We  invite  comments  on  our  proposal 
to  effect  changes  in  the  procedures  ap¬ 
plied  in  application  processing  and  in  the 
standards  applied  to  consideration  of 
questions  that  arise  during  processing. 

a.  We  propose  to  amend  our  rules  to 
eliminate  the  present  requirement  that 
an  applicant  for  a  radio  station  license 
in  the  DPLMRS  submit  with  the  appli¬ 
cation  a  copy  of  a  state  certificate  or 
franchise  if  one  is  required  by  the  state 
in  which  he  intends  to  operate.  We  be¬ 
lieve  our  licensing  process  would  be  im- 


*47  P.O.O.  2d  433  (1974),  reconsideration 
denied,  P.O.C.  74-1106,  released  October  21, 
1974. 


proved  by  changing  this  procedure,  e.g., 
by  eliminating  the  requirement  that  an 
applicant  submit  evidence  of  state  certi¬ 
fication  prior  to  grant.  We  would  first 
authorize  construction  and,  if  appropri¬ 
ate,  condition  licensing  upon  receiving 
state  certification. 

We  solicit  comments  on  this  proposal, 
and  in  the  interim,  we  will  entertain  re¬ 
quests  for  waivers  of  8  21.13(f),  see  47 
CPR  1.3,  and  U.S.  v.  Storer  Broadcasting 
Co.,  351,  U.3.  192  (1956).  In  the  event 
waivers  of  this  rule  are  granted,  we  will 
condition  any  resulting  authorization  so 
that  the  grantee  must  obtain,  in  those 
jurisdictions  requiring  it,  a  certificate 
before  beginning  operations,  and  must 
begin  operation  within  the  8-month  term 
of  the  construction  permit,  unless  that 
time  is  extended  by  the  Commission  for 
good  cause  shown 

b.  Often  it  is  necessary  to  hold  lengthy 
hearing  proceedings,  which  are  burden¬ 
some  to  the  Commission's  staff  and  proc¬ 
esses,  as  well  as  to  litigants,  to  determine 
which  of  two  or  more  qualified  applicants 
for  the  same  frequency  should  receive 
a  grant.  When  other  frequencies  for  the 
same  service  are  available,  we- propose 
to  require  an  applicant  to  apply  only  for 
open  frequencies  (those  for  which  there 
is  no  application  pending  in  that  local¬ 
ity).  Another  alternative  is  to  reserve 
power  to  the  Commission  to  assign  an 
open  frequentcy  to  eliminate  electrical 
conflicts.  We  invite  comments  on  these 
proposals. 

c.  We  propose  to  amend  our  present 
rules  and  policies  which  require  a  de¬ 
tailed  showing  of  need  for  service  in  each 
application  for  new  or  additional  DPL 
MRS  frequencies.  We  are  considering 
adopting  objective-channel  loading  cri¬ 
teria  applied  at  the  time  of  renewal  and 
application  for  additional  facilities;  and 
simpler  more  objective  standards  for 
demonstration  of  need  at  the  time  of  ini¬ 
tial  grant.  For  example,  we  are  consid¬ 
ering  specific  numbers  of  held  orders, 
past  growth  rates,  new  and  different 
needs,  projected  growth,  rates,  market 
surveys  and  demographic  data.  We  re¬ 
quest  comments  on  the  objective  criteria 
and  suggestions  on  what  the  criteria 
should  be. 

8.  In  addressing  ourselves  to  these  pro¬ 
cedural  changes,  we  will  be  guided  pri¬ 
marily  by  the  public  interest.  In  this  re¬ 
gard,  we  believe  the  public  interest  will 
best  be  served  by  a  licensing  system  that 
promotes  maximum  availability  of  com¬ 
munications  services  to  the  public  with 
minimal  costs  and  delays  imposed  by 
regulation.  Any  party  who  would  have  us 
retain  restrictive  licensing  policies  should 
be  prepared  to  support  such  a  position 
with  concrete  factual  matter.  We  will 
not,  without  solid  justification,  apply 
“natural  monopoly”  and  similar  theories 
of  regulation  where  they  do  not  appear 
appropriate  and  most  especially  where 
the  communications  user  appears  to  bear 
the  costs  and  lack  of  choice  associated 
with  the  application  of  such  restrictive 
policies. 

9.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Sections  4(1),  4(J),  303(r),  and 
403  of  the  Communications  Act,  as 


amended,  an  inquiry  and  rulemaking  is 
hereby  instituted  concerning  policies  and 
procedures  to  be  applied  in  licensing  in 
the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  any  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  participate  herein 
by  filing  comments  and  reply  comments 
in  accordance  with  the  following  sched¬ 
ule.  Comments  are  to  be  filed  on  or  before 
September  3,  1976  and  reply  comments 
on  or  before  October  1,  1976.  Comments 
and  reply  comments  may  be  addressed 
to  the  Issues,  proposals  set  forth  in  this 
notice  and  to  such  other  issues  as  the 
participants  believe  are  relevant  and  nec¬ 
essary  to  the  resolution  of  these  mat¬ 
ters.  All  relevant  and  timely  comments 
and  reply  comments  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  before  final  action  is 
taken,  in  this  proceeding.  In  reaching  its 
decision  in  this  proceeding  the  Commis¬ 
sion  may  also  take  into  account  other 
relevant  information  before  it  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  specific  comments  initiated 
by  this  notice. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Section  1.419  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  an  original  and  eleven 
(11)  copies  of  all  comments,  reply  com¬ 
ments  and  other  pleadings  and  submis¬ 
sions  shall  be  furnished  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  All  documents  will -be  available  for 
public  inspection  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Reference  Room  at  its  headquarters  in 
Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  July  7, 1976. 

Released:  July  15, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins. 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-20639  Piled  7-16-76:9:45  am] 


[47CFR  Part  89] 

(PCC  76-646;  Docket  No.  20869;  RM-26271 

FIRE  RADIO  SERVICE  FREQUENCIES 
Maximum  Input  Power  Limitation 

1.  The  International  Municipal  Signal 
Association  (IMSA) ,  Florida  Chapter, 
has  filed  a  petition  (RM-2627)  requesting 
amendment  of  Part  89  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  to  raise  or  remove  the  maxi¬ 
mum  plate  power  input  limitation  on 
the  Fire  Radio  Service  frequency  153.830 
MHz.  Operation  on  the  frequency  pres¬ 
ently  carries  a  maximum  input  power 
limitation  of  3  watts. 

2.  IMSA  states  that  this  frequency  is 
seldom  used  due  to  the  low  plate  power 
input  limitation.  They  argue  that  tech¬ 
nological  advances  made  in  minituriza- 
tion  of  portable  radio  equipment  have 
made  it  common  for  most  portables  man¬ 
ufactured  to  be  in  excess  of  3  watts  input. 
The  petition  was  supported  by  the  State 
of  California.  They  contend  that  raising 
the  power  limitation  will  result  in  in¬ 
creased  use  of  the  frequency  and  con¬ 
sequently,  provide  the  much  needed  on- 
the-scene  fire  radio  channel  envisioned 
in  the  setting  of  the  original  power 
restriction. 
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3.  It  was  the  Commission’s  Intent  to 
reserve  the  frequency  153.830  MHz 1  as  a 
common  channel  used  only  for  on-the- 
scene  fire  fighting  communications,  con¬ 
sequently,  the  low  3  watt  power  and 
mobile  classification  limitations.  It  Is  our 
belief  that  completely  removing  the 
power  limitation  would  open  up  these 
frequencies  for  additional  uses  not  en¬ 
visioned  by  the  Commission.  We  believe, 
however,  the  scale  of  on-scene  fire  fight¬ 
ing  operations  has  Increase  dramatically 
since  the  adoption  of  this  limitation. 
In  some  Instances,  where  widely  dispersed 
fire  fighting  units  are  Involved,  3  watts 
cannot  provide  the  coverage  needed. 
Also,  It  has  been  our  experience  that  hand 
carried  units  in  public  safety  operations 
usually  have  multichannel  capability. 
Therefore,  by  raising  the  power  limita¬ 
tion,  this  common  channel  could  be  In¬ 
cluded  In  the  licensees  regular  portable 
equipment,  thereby  in  some  cases,  elim¬ 
inating  the  need  for  two  pieces  of  equip¬ 
ment. 

4.  Therefore,  for  the  reasons  men¬ 
tioned  above,  we  propose  to  amend  Part 
89  of  the  Rules  to  raise  the  maximum 
power  limitation  on  the  frequencies  33.42, 
46.30,  and  153.830  MHz.  The  IMSA  peti¬ 
tion  suggested  increasing  the  maximum 
allowable  input  power  to  15  watts.  This 
figure  seems  appropriate.  Accordingly, 
we  are  proposing  to  limit  operations  on 
the  frequencies  In  question  to  10  watts 
output.*  We  would  again  note,  however, 
that  these  frequencies  should  only  be 
used  for  on -the -scene  coordination  and 
fire  fighting  operations. 

5.  Wotlce  is  hereby  given  on  our  pro¬ 
posal  to  adopt  Rules  as  set  forth  In  the 
Appendix.  Pursuant  to  applicable  pro¬ 
cedures  set  forth  In  Section  1.415  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  interested  persons 
may  file  comments  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  17,  1976  and  reply  comments  on  or 
before  October  18,  1976.  Relevant  and 
timely  comments  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  before  final  action  in 
this  proceeding.  In  reaching  Its  decision, 
the  Commission  may  also  take  Into  ac¬ 
count  other  relevant  information  before 
it,  In  addition  to  the  specific  comments 
invited  by  this  notice. 

6.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  Rules, 
an  original  and  eleven  copies  of  all  state¬ 
ments,  briefs,  or  comments  filed  abaii  be 
furnished  the  Commission.  Responses 
will  be  available  for  public  Inspection 
during  regular  business  horns  In  the 


1  The  frequencies  33.42  and  46.30  MHz  are 
also  reserved  for  this  type  of  operation. 

1  This  conversion  to  output  power  Is  In  line 
with  the  Commission’s  proposals  in  Docket 
20665. 


Commission's  Public  Reference  Room  at 
Its  headquarters  In  Washington,  D.C. 

Adopted:  July  7, 1976. 

Released:  July  15, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary . 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  5  89.359(g)  (6) 
as  follows: 

§  89.359  Frequencies  available  to  the 
Fire  Radio  Service. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(g)  *  •  * 

(6)  The  output  power  of  any  trans¬ 
mitter  authorized  to  operate  on  this  fre¬ 
quency  shall  not  exceed  10  watts. 

*  *  *  *  * 

[FR  Doc.76-20640  Filed  7-1 6-76; 8: 46  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Part  240  ] 

ENFORCEMENT  OBLIGATIONS  OF 
EXCHANGES  AND  ASSOCIATIONS 

Extension  of  Comment  Period 

On  May  26, 1976,  the  Commission  pub¬ 
lished  Securities  Exchange  Act  Release 
No.  12483,  41  FR  22959  (June  8,  1976), 
announcing  proposed  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Rule  19g2-l  to  relieve  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchanges  and  registered 
securities  associations  from  certain  obli¬ 
gations  to  enforce  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder.  Interested  par¬ 
sons  were  Invited  to  submit  written  views 
and  comments  on  proposed  Rule  19g2-l, 
and  the  time  originally  specified  for  sub¬ 
mitting  such  comments  will  expire  on 
August  1,  1976. 

In  view  of  the  complexity  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  the  proposed  rule  and 
requests  for  additional  time  to  formulate 
and  submit  comments,  the  Commission 
has  determined  to  extend  the  comment 
period  on  proposed  Rule  19g2-l  until 
September  13,  1976.  Submissions  should 
be  made  to  George  A.  Fitzsimmons,  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549  and 
should  refer  to  File  No.  87-634.  AH  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  made  available  for  public 
Inspection  In  the  Commission's  Public 
Reference  Section,  Room  6101,  1100  L 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

July  7, 1976. 

[PR  Doc. 76-20617  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
[49  CFR  Part  571] 

[23  CFR  Part  1204] 

[OST  Docket  No.  44;  Notice  76-0] 

OCCUPANT  CRASH  PROTECTION  HIGH¬ 
WAY  SAFETY  PROGRAM  STANDARDS 

Extension  for  Deadline  for  Submitting 
Requests  To  Testify 

By  notice  In  the  Federal  Register  of 
June  14,  1976  (41  FR  2407Q),  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Transportation  proposed  five 
possible  alternative  amendments  to  Fed¬ 
eral  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard 
(FMVSS)  208,  which  provides  for  occu¬ 
pant  crash  protection  In  motor  vehicles. 
As  part  of  the  rulemaking,  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  announced  for  Tuesday,  Au¬ 
gust  3,  1976,  at  which  the  Secretly  will 
hear  up  to  six  hours  of  argument  by  In¬ 
terested  parties  on  the  Issues  raised  by 
the  rulemaking.  It  was  announced  that 
the  deadline  for  submitting  requests  to 
testify  at  the  hearing  was  Monday, 
July  12,  1976. 

Because  of  numerous  requests.  It  has 
been  decided  to  extend  that  deadline. 
Therefore,  the  deadline  for  submitting 
requests  to  participate  In  the  August  3, 
1976  public  hearing  cm  motor  vehicle 
occupant  crash  protection  Is  Wednesday, 
July  21,  1976. 

(Sec.  103.  119.  Pub.  L.  89-663,  80  St&t.  718 
(15  UH.C.  1392,  1407) ;  Sec.  109,  Pub.  L.  93- 
492,  88  8tat.  1470  (18  UJ5.C.  1410(b));  Sec. 
101.  Pub.  L.  89-564,  80  Stat.  731,  23  0.8. C. 
402.) 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  15, 
1976. 

William  T.  Coleman,  Jr„ 
Secretary  of  Transportation . 

[FR  Doc.76-20876  Filed  7-15-76:12:58  pm] 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[49  CFR  Part  571] 

[OST  Docket  No.  44;  Notice  76-9] 

OCCUPANT  CRASH  PROTECTION  HIGH¬ 
WAY  SAFETY  PROGRAM  STANDARDS 

Extension  of  Deadline  for  Submitting 
Requests  To  Testify;  Cross  Reference 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document  ex¬ 
tending  the  deadline  for  submitting  re¬ 
quests  to  testily  on  occupant  crash 
protection  and  highway  safety  program 
standards,  see  FR  Doc.  76-20876,  appear¬ 
ing  In  the  proposed  rule  section  of  this 
issue. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency 

MERCANTILE  NATIONAL  BANK, 
ATLANTA,  GEORGIA 

Suspension  of  Trading 

It  appearing  that  a  summary  suspen¬ 
sion  of  trading  in  the  securities  of  Mer¬ 
cantile  National  Bank,  Atlanta,  Georgia, 
on  the  over-the-counter  market  Is  re¬ 
quired  In  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Sections  12  (i) 
and  12 (k)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934,  the  suspension  of  trading  in 
the  securities  of  Mercantile  National 
Bank,  Atlanta,  Georgia,  on  the  over-the- 
counter  market  Is  hereby  suspended  for 
the  ten-day  period  commencing  at  mid¬ 
night  (EDT)  on  July  13, 1976,  and  termi¬ 
nating  at  midnight  (EDT)  on  July  23, 
1976. 

Dated;  July  13,  1976. 

James  E.  Smith, 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

[FR  Doc.76-20595  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

POWER  TRANSFORMERS,  LARGE, 
FROM  SWITZERLAND 

Antidumping:  Tentative  Determination  To 
Modify  or  Revoke  Dumping  Finding 

A  finding  of  dumping  with  respect  to 
large  power  transformers  from  Switzer¬ 
land  was  published  as  Treasury  Decision 
72-163  in  the  Federal  Register  of  June 
14,1972  (37  FR  11773). 

After  due  investigation,  it  has  been 
determined,  tentatively,  that  large  power 
transformers  manufactured  and  sold  for 
export  by  Brown  Boverl  &  Company,  Ltd. 
of  Baden,  Switzerland,  are  not  being,  nor 
are  likely  to  be,  sold  in  the  United  States 
at  less  than  fair  value  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et  seq.).  There 
are  no  other  known  manufacturers  of 
large  power  transformers  located  in 
Switzerland. 

Statement  of  Reasons  on  Which  This  - 

Tentative  Determination  is  Based 

The  Investigation  Indicated  that  no 
sales  at  less  than  fair  value  of  large  power 
transformers  by  Brown  Boverl  &  Com¬ 
pany,  Ltd.,  have  been  made  for  a  period 
of  more  than  2  years  from  the  dumping 
finding.  Written  assurances  have  been 
given  by  the  manufacturer  that  future 
sales  of  large  power  transformers  for 
export  to  the  United  States  will  not  be 
made  at  less  than  fair  value. 

,  Accordingly,  notice  Is  hereby  given  that 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  intends 


to  revoke  the  finding  of  dumping  with  re¬ 
spect  to  large  power  transformers  from 
Switzerland. 

In  accordance  with  section  153.37, 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  153.37), 
interested  persons  may  present  written 
views  or  arguments,  or  request  in  writ¬ 
ing  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
afford  an  opportunity  to  present  oral 
views. 

Any  requests  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to  pre¬ 
sent  oral  views  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  1301  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20229,  in  time  to  be  received  by  his  of¬ 
fice  on  or  before  July  26,  1976.  Such  re¬ 
quests  must  be  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  outlining  the  issues  wished  to  be 
discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments  should 
likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  in  time  to  be  received 
by  his  office  on  or  before  August  16, 1976. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
section  153.41(c)  of  the  Customs  Regu¬ 
lations  (19  CFR  153.41  (c)  ) . 

David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

July  9, 1976. 

IFR  Doc.76-20570  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


TUNERS  (OF  THE  TYPE  USED  IN  CON¬ 
SUMER  ELECTRONIC  PRODUCTS) 

FROM  JAPAN 

Antidumping:  Tentative  Determination  To 
Modify  or  Revoke  Dumping  Finding 

A  finding  of  dumping  with  respect  to 
tuners  (of  the  type  used  in  consumer 
electronic  products)  from  Japan  was 
published  as  Treasury  Decision  70-257  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  December  12, 
1970  (35  FR  18914). 

After  due  investigation,  it  has  been 
determined  tentatively  that  timers  (of 
the  type  used  In  consumer  electronic 
products)  produced  and  exported  by 
Sony  Corporation  of  Japan  are  not  be¬ 
ing,  nor  are  likely  to  be,  sold  in  the  United 
States  at  less  than  fair  value  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160  et  seq.). 

Statement  of  Reasons  on  Which  This 

Tentative  Determination  Is  Based 

The  Investigation  indicated  that  no 
sales  have  been  made  at  less  than  fair 
value  by  the  above  firm  since  the  finding 
of  dumping,  and  assurances  have  been 
given  that  future  sales  of  such  tuners  to 
the  United  States  will  not  be  made  at 
less  than  fair  value. 

Accordingly,  notice  Is  hereby  given  that 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  Intends 
to  modify  the  finding  of  dumping  with 


respect  to  tuners  (of  the  type  used  In 
consumer  electronic  products)  from 
Japan  to  exclude  the  tuners  produced 
and  sold  by  Sony  Corporation  of  Japan 
from  the  finding. 

In  accordance  with  Section  153.37, 
Customs  Regulations  <19  CFR  153.37), 
interested  persons  may  present  written 
views  or  arguments,  or  request  in  writing 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  afford 
an  opportunity  to  present  oral  views. 

Any  request  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to 
present  oral  views  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  1301 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20229,  in  time  to  be  received  by  his 
office  on  or  before  July  26,  1976.  Such 
requests  must  be  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  outlining  the  issues  wishes  to  be 
discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments  should 
likewise  be  addressed  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Customs  in  time  to  be  received 
by  his  office  on  or  before  August  16, 1976. 

This  notice  Is  published  pursuant  to 
Section  153.41(c)  of  the  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions  ( 19  CFR  153.41  (c) ) . 

-  David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

July  9, 1976. 

]FR  Doc.76-20571  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

PROPOSED  RELOCATION  OF  COMMUNI¬ 
CATION  SERVICE;  DRAFT  ENVIRON¬ 
MENTAL  STATEMENT 

Public  Hearing 

July  14, 1976. 

It  was  announced  in  the  July  2,  1976 
Federal  Register  (pages  27396  and  7) 
that  the  UJS.  Air  Force  would  hold  In¬ 
formal  public  hearings  on  July  19,  1976 
in  Grandview,  Missouri  and  July  26, 1976 
in  Belleville,  Illinois.  The  purpose  of  the 
hearings  was  to  solicit  comments  from 
the  public  for  the  proposed  relocation  of 
Air  Force  Communication  Service  from 
Richards-Gebaur  AFB,  Missouri  to  Scott 
AFB,  Illinois.  The  Draft  Environmental 
Statement  (DES)  for  this  proposed  ac¬ 
tion  was  filed  with  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  (CEQ)  on  June  25, 
1976. 

The  date  for  the  informal  public  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  In  Grandview,  Missouri  has 
been  changed  to  August  30,  1976  with 
the  option  to  continue  on  August  31  and 
September  1  as  required.  The  exact  time 
and  location  of  the  rescheduled  hearings 
will  be  announced  in  the  near  future. 

The  public  hearing  in  Belleville,  Illi¬ 
nois  has  not  been  changed  from  the  time 
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and  placed  announced  earlier;  that  Is, 
7:00  p.m.  on  July  26,  1976  at  Belleville 
Area  College  Theatre,  2500  Carlyle  Road 
(Route  161)  Belleville,  Illinois. 

James  L.  Elmer, 

Major,  USAF,  Executive, 
Directorate  of  Administration. 
[FR  Doc  76-20844  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


Defense  Supply  Agency 

PROPOSED  CANCELLATION  OR  TERMINA¬ 
TION  OF  EXISTING  CONTRACTS  AND 
DEBARMENT  FROM  FUTURE  CON¬ 
TRACTS  TO  HAHN  &  CLAY 

Hearing 

The  Executive  Directorate,  Contractor 
Employment  Compliance,  Headquarters, 
Defense  Supply  Agency  (DSA)  requested 
and  received  approval  from  the  Director, 
Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance 
Programs,  Department  of  Labor,  to  issue 
a  Notice  of  Proposed  Cancellation  or 
Termination  of  Existing  Contracts  and 
Debarment  from  Future  Contracts  to 
Hahn  k  Clay  for  its  failure  to  take  ap¬ 
propriate  action  on  deficiencies  listed  in 
a  30-day  show  cause  notice  issued  to  the 
company  on  10  July  1975.  Hahn  k  Clay 
has  been  given  14  days  after  receipt  of 
this  Notice  to  answer  allegations  there¬ 
in,  and  request  a  hearing  on  the  issues 
with  the  Director,  DSA. 

W.  W.  Vaughan, 
Lieutenant  General,  USA, 
Director. 

The  following  letter  Is  published  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  requirements  of  41  CFR  60-1.26 (b) 
(2)  (i)  («) : 

DCAS-VO 

Mr.  E.  J.  Clay, 

President, 

Hahn  &  Clay, 

5100  Clinton  Drive, 

Houston,  Texas  77020. 

Dear  Mr.  Clay:  Hahn  &  Clay  has  agreed, 
pursuant  to  the  Equal  Employment  Oppor¬ 
tunity  clause  of  United  States  Government 
contracts,  to  comply  with  all  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  11246,  as  amended,  and  the 
rules,  regulations,  and  relevant  orders  of  the 
Secretary  of  Labor,  41  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  (CFR)  Chapter  60.  The  Defense  Sup¬ 
ply  Agency  is  charged  with  responsibility  for 
securing  compliance  with  the  referenced 
Order  and  regulations  under  Department  of 
Defense  Directive  No.  1100.11. 

On  29  AprU  1975,  a  compliance  review  was 
initiated  at  your  facility  in  Houston,  Texas. 
During  the  review  several  deficiencies  were 
found  in  your  Affirmative  Action  Program 
(AAP).  It  was  also  found  that  an  employee 
had  been  discriminatorUy  terminated  be¬ 
cause  he  filed  a  complaint  with  the  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  Commission.  The 
employee  was  denied  his  seniority  and  back 
pay  when  he  was  rehired  on  a  condition  that 
he  withdraw  the  complaint.  Negotiations 
failed  to  resolve  the  problems.  On  10  July 
1975  a  30-day  show  cause  notice  was  issued  to 
you.  The  problems  remained  unresolved  at 
the  end  of  that  period.  The  AAP  you  recently 
submitted  is  deficient  in  the  following  areas : 


identification  of  problem  areas  by  organiza¬ 
tional  unit  and  job  grouping;  lack  of  wage 
rates  and  salary  data;  goals  for  each  under¬ 
utilized  category  not  Included;  lack  of  in¬ 
formation  on  prior  year  goal  achievement; 
and  in  the  work  force  analysis,  jobs  are  not 
ranked  from  the  lowest  paid  to  highest  paid. 
There  are  In  addition  to  the  harassment, 
seniority  and  back  pay  Issues  which  were 
previously  found  and  remain  open. 

Hahn  &  Clay  is  in  violation  of  Executive 
Order  11246  and  applicable  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  of  the  Department  of  Labor  which 
require  federal  contractors  to  refrain  from 
discriminating  in  their  employment  prac¬ 
tices.  In  view  of  your  apparent  noncompli¬ 
ance  with  the  Order  and  applicable  regula¬ 
tions,  you  are  hereby  notified  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  cancellation  or  termination  of  any 
existing  United  States  Government  contracts 
or  subcontracts  and  debarment  from  future 
United  States  Government  contracts  or  sub¬ 
contracts.  This  action  is  pursuant  to  Section 
209  of  the  Order  and  41  CFR  60-1 .26(b). 
Hahn  &  Clay  may,  within  14  days  after  receipt 
of  this  notice,  file  an  answer  to  the  allega¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  this  letter  and  request  a 
hearing  on  the  issues  with  the  Director,  De¬ 
fense  Supply  Agency,  Cameron  Station,  Alex¬ 
andria,  Virginia  22314. 

The  answer  and  the  request  for  a  hearing 
should  conform  to  the  requirement  of  41 
CFR  60-1.26(b)  (2)  (lii) . 

Sincerely, 

—  W.  W.  Vaughan, 

Lieutenant  General,  USA,  Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-20522  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary  _ 

DEFENSE  SCIENCE  BOARD  TASK  FORCE 

ON  THEATER  NUCLEAR  FORCES  R&D 

REQUIREMENTS 

Meeting 

The  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force 
on  Theater  Nuclear  Forces  RAD  Require¬ 
ments  will  meet  in  closed  session  on  24 
and  25  August  1976  in  the  Pentagon, 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  De¬ 
fense  and  the  Director  of  Defense  Re¬ 
search  and  Engineering  on  overall  re¬ 
search  and  engineering  and  to  provide 
long  range  guidance  in  these  areas  to  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

The  Task  Fofce  will  provide  an  analy¬ 
sis  of  technology  and  systems  applicable 
to  theater  nuclear  forces  and  indicate 
promising  solutions  to  the  problem  area 
for  possible  implementation  within  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(d)  of 
Appendix  I,  Title  5,  United  States  Code, 
it  has  been  determined  that  this  Task 
Force  meeting  concerns  matters  listed  in 
Section  552(b)  of  Title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code,  specifically  subparagraph 
(1)  thereof,  and  that  accordingly  this 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives,  OASD  ( Comptrol¬ 
ler ). 

July  12, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-20524  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Law  Enforcement  Assistance 
Administration 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  NATIONAL 
INSTITUTE  OF  LAW  ENFORCEMENT 
AND  CRIMINAL  JUSTICE 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 

This  is  to  provide  notice  of  cancella¬ 
tion  of  the  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  National  Institute  of  Law 
Enforcement  and  Criminal  Justice,  Law 
Enforcement  Assistance  Administration 
which  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  July  7,  1976.  This  meeting  was 
originally  scheduled  on  July  22,  1976,  at 
the  Key  Bridge  Mariott  Hotel,  Rosslyn, 
Virginia. 

This  cancellation  is  necessitated  by  the 
Inability  of  several  Committee  members 
to  attend  the  meeting.  A  rescheduling  of 
the  meeting  is  tentatively  planned  for 
September  1976. 

Jay  A.  Brozost, 

A  ttorney- Advisor , 
Office  of  General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.76-20575  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


LEAA  ORGANIZATIONAL  CONFLICT  OF 
INTEREST  PROVISION 

Written  Comments 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  LEAA  will 
continue  to  receive  written  comments  on 
the  LEAA  organizational  conflict  of  in¬ 
terest  provision  until  August  9, 1976.  The 
LEAA  organizational  conflict  of  Interest 
provision  provides  that: 

Adequate  competition.  All  procurement 
transactions  regardless  of  whether  nego¬ 
tiated  or  advertised  and  without  regard  to 
dollar  value  shall  be  conducted  In  a  man¬ 
ner  so  as  to  provide  maximum  open  and  free 
competition.  Hie  grantee  should  be  alert  to 
organizational  conflicts  of  Interest  or  non¬ 
competitive  practices  among  contractors 
which  may  restrict  or  eliminate  competition 
or  otherwise  restrain  trade.  Contractors  that, 
develop  or  draft  specifications,  requirements, 
statements  of  work  and/or  requests  for  pro¬ 
posal  for  a  proposed  procurement  shall  be 
excluded  from  bidding  or  submitting  a  pro¬ 
posal  to  compete  for  the  award  of  such  pro¬ 
curement.  (Emphasis  added.) 

Persons  wishing  to  make  written  com¬ 
ments  should  mail  such  comments  to 
Thomas  J.  Madden,  General  Counsel, 
Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Adminis¬ 
tration,  633  Indiana  Avenue,  NW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20531. 

A  transcript  of  the  LEAA  hearing  held 
on  July  8,  1976,  on  the  LEAA  organiza¬ 
tional  conflict  of  interest  provision  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  after 
July  22,  1976,  at  Room  1268,  633  Indiana 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Henry  F.  McQuade, 

LEAA  Deputy  Administrator 
for  Policy  Development. 

[FR  Doc.76-20651  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

MID-ATLANTIC  OUTER  CONTINENTAL 
SHELF 

Oil  and  Gas  Lease  Sale  No.  40,  August  17, 
1976 

1.  Authority.  This  notice  is  published 
pursuant  to  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Lands  Act  (43  UJS.C.  1331-1343)  and  the 
regulations  issued  thereunder  (43  CFR 
Part  3300) . 

2.  Filing  of  Bids.  Sealed  bids  will  be 
received  by  the  Manager,  New  York 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  at  his  office  in  6 
World  Trade  Center,  Suite  GOOD,  New 
York,  New  York  10048.  Bids  may  be  de¬ 
livered,  either  by  mail  or  in  person,  to 
the  above  address  until  4:30  p.m.,  e.s.t., 
August  16,  1976:  or  by  personal  delivery 
to  the  Grand  Ballroom,  the  Statler  Hil¬ 
ton  Hotel,  Seventh  Avenue  at  32nd  to 
33rd  Streets,  New  York,  New  York  10001, 
between  the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  and 
9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t.,  August  17,  1976.  Bids 
received  by  the  Manager  later  than  the 
times  and  dates  specified  above  will  be 
returned  unopened  to  the  bidders.  Bids 
may  not  be  modified  or  withdrawn  unless 
written  modification  or  withdrawal  is 
received  by  the  Manager  prior  to  9:30 
a.m.,  e.s.t.,  August  17,  1976.  All  bids  must 
be  submitted  and  will  be  considered  in 
accordance  with  applicable  regulations, 
including  43  CFR  Part  3300.  The  list  of 
restricted  joint  bidders  which  applies  to 
this  sale  was  published  at  41  PR  14808, 
April  7. 1976. 

3.  Rent,  Royalty,  and  Bonus.  Bids  sub¬ 
mitted  on  all  tracts  to  be  offered  at  this 
sale  must  be  on  a  cash  bonus  bid  basis. 
The  royalty  for  all  tracts  (except  the 
higher  royalty  tracts)  is  fixed  at  16% 
percent.  Tracts  40-11,  40-12,  40-13,  40  - 
18.  40-19,  40-20,  40-28,  40-29,  40-92,  40- 
129,  40-130,  40-140.  40-148,  40-149,  and 
40-150  are  in  this  sale  notice  referred 
to  as  “higher  royalty  tracts”.  The  royalty 
for  all  higher  royalty  tracts  is  fixed  at 
33  Mi  percent.  Leases  which  may  be  is¬ 
sued  will  provide  for  a  yearly  rental  or 
minimum  royalty  of  $8.00  per  hectare1 
or  fraction  thereof. 

4.  Method  of  Bidding.  A  separate  bid 
in  a  sealed  envelope,  labeled  “Sealed  Bid 
for  Oil  and  Gas  Lease  (insert  number 
of  tract),  not  to  be  opened  until  10:00 
ajn.,  e.s.t.,  August  17,  1976,”  must  be 
submitted  for  each  tract.  A  suggested 
bid  format  appears  in  paragraph  16. 
Bidders  are  advised  that  tract  numbers 
are  assigned  solely  for  administrative 
purposes  and  are  not  the  same  as  block 
numbers  found  on  official  protraction 
diagrams.  All  bids  received  shall  be 
deemed  submitted  for  a  numbered  tract. 
Bidders  must  submit  with  each  bid  one- 
fifth  of  the  cash  bonus  in  cash,  or  by 
cashier’s  check,  bank  draft,  certified 
check  or  money  order,  payable  to  the 
order  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment.  No  bid  for  less  than  a  full  tract 
as  described  in  paragraph  12  will  be  con¬ 
sidered.  Bidders  submitting  joint  bids 


*  One  hectare  equals  2.471  acres. 


must  state  on  the  bid  form  the  propor¬ 
tionate  interest  of  each  participating 
bidder,  in  a  percent  to  a  maximum  of  five 
decimal  places,  as  well  as  submit  a  sworn 
statement  that  the  bid  is  qualified  under 
43  CFR  3302.  The  form  for  this  state¬ 
ment  to  be  used  in  joint  bids  appears  in 
paragraph  17.  Other  documents  may  be 
required  of  bidders  under  43  CFR  3302.4. 
Bidders  are  warned  against  violation  of 
18  U.S.C.  1860,  prohibiting  unlawful  com¬ 
bination  or  intimidation  of  bidders. 

5.  Equal  Opportunity.  Each  bidder 
must  have  submitted  by  9:30  a.m.,  e.s.t., 
August  17, 1976,  the  certification  required 
by  41  CFR  60-1.7(b)  and  Executive  Order 
No.  11246  of  September  24,  1965,  as 
amended  by  Executive  Order  No.  11375, 
on  the  Compliance  Report  Certification 
Form,  Form  1140-8  (November  1973), 
and  the  Affirmative  Action  Representa¬ 
tion  Form,  Form  1140-7  (December 
1971). 

6.  Bid  Opening.  Bids  will  be  opened  on 
August  17,  1976,  beginning  at  10:00  aun., 
e.s.t.,  in  the  Grand  Ballroom,  Statler 
Hilton  Hotel,  at  the  address  stated  in 
paragraph  2.  The  opening  of  the  bids  is 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  publicly  announc¬ 
ing  and  recording  bids  received  and  no 
bids  will  be  accepted  or  rejected  at  that 
time.  If  the  Department  is  prohibited  for 
any  reason  from  opening  any  bid  before 
midnight,  August  17,  1976,  that  bid  will 
be  returned  unopened  to  the  bidder. as 
soon  thereafter  as  possible. 

7.  Deposit  of  Payments.  Any  cash, 
checks,  drafts,  or  money  orders  sub¬ 
mitted  with  a  bid  may  be  deposited  in  a 
suspense  account  in  the  Treasury  during 
the  period  the  bids  are  being  considered. 
Such  a  deposit  does  not  constitute  and 
shall  not  be  construed  as  acceptance  of 
any  bid  on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 

8.  Withdrawal  of  Tracts.  The  United 
States  reserves  the  right  to  withdraw  any 
tract  from  this  sale  prior  to  issuance  of  a 
written  acceptance  of  a  bid  for  that  tract. 

9.  Acceptance  or  Rejection  of  Bids. 
The  United  States  reserves  the  right  to 
reject  any  and  all  bids  for  any  tract.  In 
any  case,  no  bid  for  any  tract  will  be' 
accepted  and  no  lease  for  any  tract  will 
be  awarded  to  any  bidder  unless : 

(1)  The  bidder  has  complied  with  all 
requirements  of  this  notice  and  applica¬ 
ble  regulations; 

(2)  His  bid  is  the  highest  valid  cash 
bonus  bid;  and 

(3)  The  amount  of  the  bid  has  been 
determined  to  be  adequate  by  the  United 
States. 

No  bid  will  be  considered  for  acceptance 
unless  it  offers  a  cash  bonus  in  the 
amount  of  $62.00  or  more  per  hectare 
or  fraction  thereof. 

10.  Successful  Bidders.  Each  person 
who  has  submitted  a  bid  accepted  by  the 
United  States  will  be  required  to  execute 
copies  of  the  lease  specified  below,  pay 
the  balance  of  the  cash  bonus  bid  to¬ 
gether  with  the  first  year’s  annual  rental 
and  satisfy  the  bonding  requirements  of 
43  CFR  3304.1  within  the  time  provided 
in  43  CFR  3302.5. 

11.  Protraction  Diagram.  The  tracts 
offered  at  this  lease  sale,  described  In 
paragraph  12  below,  may  be  located  on 
the  following  Outer  Continental  Shelf 


Official  Protraction  Diagrams,  available 
for  $2.00  each  from  the  Manager,  New 
York  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office,  at 
the  address  stated  in  paragraph  2: 

(1)  NJ  18-3. 

(2)  NJ  18-6. 

12.  Tract  Descriptions: 

OCS  OFFICIAL  PROTRACTION  DIAGRAM 
NO.  NJ  18-8 

(Approved  Oct.  81, 1974] 


Tract  No.  Block  Description  Hectares 1 


40-1 

40-2 

40-3 

40-4 

40-5 

40-6 

40-7 

40-8 

40-9 

40-10 

40-11 

40-12 

40-13 

40-14 

40-15 

40-16 

40-17 

40-18 

40-19 

40-20 

40-21 

40-22 

40-23 

40-24 

40-25 

40-26 

40-27 

40-28 

40-29 

40  30 

40  31 

40-32 

40-33 

40-34 

40  35 

40  36 

40-37 

40-38 

40-39 

40-10 

40-41 

40-42 

40-43 

40-44 

40-45 

40-46 

40-47 

40-48 

40-49 

4C-50 

40-51 

40-52 

40-53 

40-54 

40-55 

40-56 

40-57 

40-58 

40  59 

40-60 

40-61 

40-62 

40-63 

40-64 

40415 

40-66 

40  417 

40-68 

40-69 

40-70 

40-71 

40-72 

40-73 

40-74 

40-75 

40-78 

40-77 

40-78 

40-79 

40-80 

40-81 

40-82 

40-83 

40-84 

40-85 

40-86 

40-87 

40-88 

40-89 

40-90 

40-91 

40-92 

40-93 

40-94 


411 

AIL . 

2304 

412 

All . 

2304 

453 

All . 

2304 

454 

All . 

2304 

455 

AU . . . 

2304 

456 

All _ _ 

2304 

457 

All . 

2304 

458 

All . 

2304 

497 

AH . 

2304 

498 

AU . . 

2304 

499 

AH . 

2304 

500 

All . 

2304 

501 

All . 

2304 

502 

AIL . . . 

2304 

540 

All . 

2304 

541 

AH . 

2304 

542 

All _ 

2304 

543 

ah . . . 

2304 

544 

AH . . 

2304 

.545 

An . . 

2304 

546 

All . 

2304 

547 

An _ 

2304 

5.53 

An . . . 

2304 

554 

All _ 

2304 

584 

ah . 

2304 

585 

AU . . 

2304 

588 

All . . 

2304 

587 

An _ 

2304 

588 

All . 

2304 

589 

All . . 

2304 

590 

ah _ , _ 

2304 

591 

AU . . 

2304 

596 

An . .  „ 

2304 

597 

ah _ 

2304 

.598 

AH . . 

2304 

599 

All 

2304 

628 

All . 

2304 

629 

All . . 

2304 

630 

All . 

2304 

631 

AU . . 

2304 

632 

All . 

2304 

633 

All . 

2304 

634 

AU . 

2304 

635 

An . . 

2304 

639 

All . 

2304 

640 

All . 

2304 

641 

All . 

2304 

642 

AIL . 

2304 

643 

All . 

2304 

673 

All . 

2304 

674 

AH . 

2304 

675 

All . .  . 

2304 

676 

All . 

2304 

677 

All . 

2304 

678 

All . 

2304 

682 

All . 

2304 

683 

All . 

2304 

684 

All . 

2304 

6H5 

All . 

2304 

686 

All . 

2304 

687 

All . . 

2304 

718 

All . 

2304 

719 

All _ 

2304 

720 

All . 

2304 

721 

AU . 

2804 

722 

AU . . 

2304 

723 

AIL . . 

2304 

734 

AU . 

2904 

72S 

AU . 

2304 

726 

AU .  - 

2304 

727 

All . 

2304 

728 

All . 

2304 

729 

All . 

2304 

730 

AIL . 

2304 

765 

AU . 

2304 

766 

AIL . 

2304 

767 

An . 

2304 

768 

AU . . 

2304 

769 

AIL . 

2304 

770 

AIL . 

2304 

771 

AIL . 

2304 

772 

All  _ .- 

2304 

773 

2304 

809 

All . . 

2304 

810 

AU _ 

2304 

811 

All . 

2304 

812 

AU. . 

2304 

813 

AIL . 

2304 

816 

AU. . 

2304 

854 

AH _  --- 

2304 

855 

All . 

2304 

856 

AIL . 

2304 

857 

AIL . 

2304 

858 

All _ _ 

2304 

FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOl.  41,  NO.  133— FRIDAY,  JULY  16,  1976 


29438 


OCS  OFFICIAL  PROTRACTION  DIAGRAM 
NO.  NJ  18-3 


Tract  No. 

Block  Description 

Hectares  1 

40  95 

898 

AU . 

2304 

40  416 

899 

AU . 

2304 

40  97 

900 

AU . 

2304 

40-98 

901 

All . 

2304 

40-99 

902 

AU . 

2304 

40  100 

942 

AU . 

2304 

40  101 

943 

AU . 

2304 

40  102 

944 

AU . 

2304 

40  103 

945 

AU . . 

2304 

40  104 

985 

AU. . 

2304 

40  105 

986 

AU . 

2304 

40-106 

987 

AIL . 

2304 

40-107 

968 

AIL . 

2304 

OCS  OFFICIAL  PROTRACTION  DIAGRAM 
NO.  NJ  18-8  ' 


(Approved  Oct  31,  1974) 


Tract  No. 

Block  Description 

Hectares  1 

40-108 

18  AU . 

2304 

40-109 

17  AU . 

2301 

40-110 

18  AU . 

2304 

40-111 

19  AU . 

2304 

40-112 

«1  AIL . 

2304 

40-113 

62  AU . 

2304 

40-114 

98  AU . 

2304 

40-115 

99  AU . 

2304 

40-116 

100  AU . 

2304 

40-117 

104  AIL . 

2304 

40-118 

105  AU . 

2304 

40-119 

106  AIL . 

2304 

40-120 

139  AIL . 

2304 

40-121 

140  AU . 

2304 

40-122 

141  AU . 

2304 

40-123 

142  AU . 

2304 

40-124 

143  AU . 

2304 

40-125 

144  AU . 

2304 

40-126 

183  AU . 

2304 

40-127 

184  AU _ 

2304 

40-128 

185  AU _ 

2304 

40-129 

186  AU . 

2304 

40-130 

187  AIL . 

2304 

40-131 

188  AIL . 

2304 

40-132 

189  AU . 

2304 

40  133 

190  AU . 

2301 

40-134 

191  AU . 

2301 

40-135 

192  AIL . 

2304 

40-136 

238  AU . 

2304 

40-137 

927  AU . 

2304 

40-138 

228  AIL . 

2304 

40-139 

229  AU . 

2304 

40-140 

230  AU . 

2304 

40-141 

231  AU . 

2304 

40-142 

232  AIL . 

2304 

40-143 

233  AIL . 

2304 

40-144 

234  AU . 

2304 

40-145 

235  AU . 

2304 

40-146 

270  AU . 

23i  >4 

40-147 

271  AJ1 . 

2304 

40-148 

272  AU . 

2304 

40-149 

273  AIL . 

2304 

40-150 

274  AU . 

2304 

40-151 

276  AIL . 

2304 

40-152 

276  AU . 

2304 

40-153 

277  AU . 

2301 

40-154 

278  AIL . 

— 

2304 

>  1  he  equals  2.471  acres. 


13.  Lease  Terms  and  Stipulations. 
Leases  issued  as  a  result  of  this  sale  will 
be  on  Form  3300-1  (May  1976),  avail¬ 
able  from  the  Manager,  New  York  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Office,  at  the  address 
stated  in  paragraph  2.  Except  as  other¬ 
wise  noted,  the  following  stipulations  will 
be  included  in  each  lease  resulting  from 
this  sale: 

Stipulation  No.  1.  If  the  Supervisor,  having 
reason  to  believe  that  a  site,  structure,  or 
object  of  historical  or  archeological  signifi¬ 
cance,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  “cultural  re¬ 
source,”  may  exist  in  the  lease  area,  gives 
the  lessee  written  notice  that  the  lessor  is 
invoking  the  provisions  of  this  stipulation, 
the  lessee  shaU  upon  receipt  of  such  notice 
comply  with  the  following  requirements: 

Prior  to  any  drilling  activity  or  the  con¬ 
struction  or  placement  of  any  structure  for 
exploration  or  development  on  the  lease,  In¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to,  weU  drilling  and 
pipeline  and  platform  placement,  herein- 


NOTICES 

after  in  this  stipulation  referred  to  as  ''op¬ 
eration,’'  the  lessee  shall  conduct  geophys- 
ioal  surveys  to  determine  the  potential  ex¬ 
istence  of  any  cultural  resource  that  may  be 
affected  by  such  operations.  All  data  pro¬ 
duced  by  such  geophysical  surveys  shall  be 
examined  by  the  Supervisor  to  determine 
If  anomalies  are  present  which  suggest  the 
existence  of  a  cultural  resource  that  may 
be  adversely  affected  by  any  lease  operation. 

If  such  anomalies  exist  the  lessee  shall: 
(1)  locate  the  site  of  such  operation  so  as 
not  to  adversely  affect  the  anomaly  identi¬ 
fied;  or  (2)  establish,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  Supervisor,  on  the  basis  of  further  arche¬ 
ological  investigation  conducted  by  a  quali¬ 
fied  marine  archeological  surveyor  using  such 
survey  equipment  and  techniques  as  deemed 
necessary  by  the  Supervisor,  either  that  such 
operation  will  not  adversely  affect  the  anom¬ 
aly  identified  or  that  the  potential  cul¬ 
tural  resource  suggested  by  the  occurrence 
of  the  anomaly  does  not  exist.  A  report  of 
of  this  investigation  prepared  by  the  ma¬ 
rine  archeological  surveyor  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Supervisor  for  review.  Should 
the  Supervisor  determine  that  the  existence 
of  a  cultural  resource  which  may  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  such  operation  is  suffi¬ 
ciently  established  to  warrant  protection, 
the  lessee  shall  take  no  action  that  may 
result  in  an  adverse  effect  on  such  cultural 
resource  until  the  Supervisor  has  given  di¬ 
rections  as  to  its  disposition. 

The  lessee  agrees  that  if  any  site,  structure, 
or  object  of  historical  or  archeological  signifi¬ 
cance  should  be  discovered  during  the  con¬ 
duct  of  any  operations  on  the  leased  area, 
he  shall  report  immediately  such  findings  to 
the  Supervisor,  and  make  every  reasonable 
effort  to  preserve  and  protect  the  cultural  re¬ 
source  from  damage  until  the  Supervisor  has 
given  directions  as  to  its  disposition. 

Stipulation  No.  2.  If  the  Supervisor  having 
reason  to  believe  that  an  area  of  special 
biological  significance  may  exist  in  the  lease 
area,  gives  the  lessee  written  notice  that 
the  lessor  Is  invoking  the  provisions  of  this 
stipulation,  the  lessee  shall  upon  receipt  of 
such  notice  comply  with  the  following  re¬ 
quirements: 

Prior  to  any  drilling  activity  or  the  con¬ 
struction  or  placement  of  any  structure  for 
exploration  or  development  of  lease  areas 
Including,  but  not  limited  to,  well  drilling 
and  pipeline  and  platform  placement,  here¬ 
inafter  In  this  stipulation  referred  to  as  “op¬ 
eration'',  the  lessee  shall  conduct  site  specific 
surveys,  as  approved  by  the  Supervisor,  to 
determine  the  actual  existence  of  an  area  of 
special  biological  significance  that  may  be 
adversely  affected  by  any  lease  operation.  If 
such  surveys  Indicate  the  existence  of  such 
an  area,  the  lessee  shall:  (1)  relocate  the 
site  of  such  operation  so  as  not  to  adversely 
affect  the  area  identified;  or  (2)  establish,  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Supervisor,  on  the 
basis  of  the  site  specific  survey,  either  that 
such  operation  will  not  adversely  affect  the 
area  Identified  or  that  the  potential  biological 
resource  suggested  by  the  occurrence  of  the 
anomaly  does  not  exist. 

All  data  obtained  in  the  course  of  any 
biological  surveys  conducted  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  hereof  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
Supervisor  with  any  application  by  the  lessee 
for  drilling  or  other  activity  with  a  copy  to 
the  Manager,  New  York  OCS  Office.  Should 
the  Supervisor  determine,  contrary  to  the 
contentions  of  the  lessee,  that  the  existence 
of  a  biological  resource  which  may  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  such  operation  is  suf¬ 
ficiently  established  to  warrant  protection, 
the  lessee  shall  take  no  action  that  may  re¬ 
sult  In  any  adverse  effect  on  such  resource 
until  the  Supervisor  has  given  the  lessee  di¬ 
rections  with  respect  to  the  resource. 


The  lessee  agrees  that,  if  any  site,  structure, 
or  object  of  biological  significance  should  be 
discovered  during  the  conduct  of  any  opera¬ 
tions  on  the  leased  area,  he  shall  report  such 
findings  to  the  Supervisor,  and  make  every 
reasonable  effort  to  preserve  and  protect  the 
resource  from  damage  until  the  Supervisor 
has  given  the  lessee  directions  with  respect  to 
the  resource. 

Stipulation  No.  3.  Structures  for  drilling  or 
production,  including  pipelines  and  subsea 
systems,  shall  be  kept  to  the  minimum  nec¬ 
essary  for  proper  exploration,  development, 
and  production  and,  to  the  greatest  extent 
consistent  therewith,  shall  be  placed  so  as 
not  to  interfere  unnecessarily  with  other 
significant  uses  of  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf,  Including  commercial  fishing. 

To  this  end,  no  structure  for  drilling  or 
production,  including  pipelines  and  subsea 
systems,  may  be  placed  on  the  Outer  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf  until  the  Supervisor  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  structure  Is  necessary  for  the 
proper  exploration,  development,  or  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  lease  area  and  that  no  rea¬ 
sonable  alternative  placement  would  cause 
less  interference  with  other  significant  uses 
of  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf,  Including 
commercial  fishing.  The  lessee’s  exploratory 
and  development  plans,  filed  under  30  CFR 
260.34,  shall  identify  the  anticipated  place¬ 
ment  and  grouping  of  necessary  structures 
including  pipelines  and  subsea  production 
systems,  showing  how  such  placement  and 
grouping  will  have  the  minimum  practicable 
effect  on  other  significant  uses  of  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf,  including  commercial 
fishing. 

Stipulation  No.  4.  If  feasible  pipeline 
rights-of-way  can  be  determined  and  ob¬ 
tained  and,  if  laying  such  pipelines  Is  tech¬ 
nically  and  economically  feasible,  no  crude 
oil  production  will  be  transported  by  surface 
vessel  from  offshore  production  sites  to  ad¬ 
jacent  onshore  facilities  except  in  case  of 
emergency.  Determinations  as  to  emergency 
conditions  and  the  technical  and  economic 
feasibility  of  pipeline  laying  will  be  made 
by  the  Supervisor.  Barges  will  not  be  used 
for  surface  transportation  except  in  emer¬ 
gency  situations  where  the  Supervisor  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  use  of  no  other  vessels  Is 
feasible. 

The  lessor  specifically  reserves  the  right 
to  require  that  any  pipeline  to  be  used  for 
transporting  production  from  this  lease  to 
shore  be  placed  in  certain  designated  areas 
or  corridors. 

Wherever  technically  and  economically 
feasible,  all  pipelines,  including  both  flow 
lines  and  gathering  lines  for  oil  and  gas, 
shall  be  buried  to  a  depth  suitable  for  ade¬ 
quate  protection  from  water  currents,  storm 
scouring,  fisheries  trawling  gear,  and  other 
uses  as  determined  by  the  Department  of  the 
Interior  permitting  agency  on  a  case-by-case 
basis. 

Surveillance  ofeall  burled  pipelines  shall 
be  conducted  by  the  lessor  at  regular  inter¬ 
vals  to  ensure  that  they  remain  burled.  Sur¬ 
veillance  methods  utilized  shall  be  those 
specified  in  present  and  future  OCS  Orders 
and  regulations  or  as  approved  by  the  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Interior  permitting  agency. 

Stipulation  No.  S.  (To  be  included  only  in 
leases  resulting  from  this  sale  for  tracts  40- 
79,  40-80,  40-81,  40-87  ,  40-88,  and,  40-94.) 

Prior  to  any  drilling  activity  or  the  con¬ 
struction  or  placement  of  any  structure  for 
exploration  or  development  on  the  lease, 
including  but  not  limited  to,  well  drilling 
and  pipeline  and  platform  placement,  here¬ 
inafter  in  this  stipulation  referred  to  as  “op¬ 
eration,”  the  lessee  shall  show,  to  the  satis¬ 
faction  of  the  Supervisor,  that  he  has  taken 
all  steps  practicable  to  determine  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  any  unexploded  ordnance,  munitions. 
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mine  or  bomb.  If  any  object  Is  found  which 
may  be  such  a  device  the  lessee  shall:  (1) 
locate  the  site  of  such  operation  so  as  not  to 
adversely  affect  the  object  Identified;  or 

(2)  establish  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Su¬ 
pervisor,  on  the  basis  of  further  investiga¬ 
tions,  that  the  operation  will  not  be  affected 
by  the  object  or  that  the  object  Is  not  an 
explosive  device.  Upon  completion  of  any  in¬ 
vestigation  conducted  for  the  purpose  of 
locating  undetonated  explosive  devices,  the 
lessee  shall  forward  a  report  and  all  perti¬ 
nent  data  to  the  Supervisor  for  his  review. 
Should  the  Supervisor  determine  that  the 
existence  of  such  devices  may  adversely  af¬ 
fect  the  operation,  the  lessee  shall  take  no 
action  until  the  Supervisor  has  given  direc¬ 
tions  as  to  the  conduct  of  that  operation. 

The  lessee  agrees  that  If  any  undetonated 
explosive  device  should  be  discovered  during 
the  conduct  of  any  operations  on  the  leased 
area,  he  shall  report  Immediately  the  dis¬ 
covery  to  the  Supervisor,  and  make  every 
reasonable  effort  to  avoid  the  detonation 
of  the  device  until  the  Supervisor  has  given 
directions  as  to  its  disposition. 

Whether  or  sot  compensation  for  such 
damage  or  Injury  might  be  due  under  a 
theory  of  strict  or  absolute  liability  or  other¬ 
wise,  the  lessee  assumes  all  risks  of  damage 
or  Injury  which  occurs  In,  on,  or  above  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  to  any  person  or 
persons  or  to  any  property  of  any  person  or 
persons  Including  but  not  limited  to  a  per¬ 
son  or  persons  Who  are  agents,  employees 
or  Invitees  of  the  lessee,  its  agents,  inde¬ 
pendent  contractors  or  subcontractors  doing 
business  wlttrthe  lessee  In  connection  with 
any  activities  being  performed  by  the  lessee 
In,  on,  or  above  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf, 
If  such  Injury  or  damage  to  the  person  or 
property  occurs  during  the  course  of  opera¬ 
tions  on  the  lessee’s  behalf,  and  such  injury 
or  damage  was  in  any  way  related  to  or 
caused  by  the  existence  or  detonation  of  any 
unexploded  ordnance,  munitions,  mine  or 
bomb  whether  or  not  such  ordnance,  muni¬ 
tions,  mine  or  bomb  was  known  to  exist. 

Stipulation  No.  6.  (To  be  Included  only  In 
leases  resulting  from  this  sale  for  tracts  40-1, 
40-3  through  40-6,  40-9  through  40-13,  40-16 
through  40-21,  40-25  through  40-31,  40-37 
through  40-44,  40-60  through  40-66,  40-62 
through  40-69,  40-76  through  40-80,  40-84 
through  40-88,  40-90  through  40-164,  Inclu¬ 
sive.) 

(a)  Whether  or  not  compensation  for 
such  damage  or  Injury  might  be  due  under 
a  theory  of  strict  or  absolute  liability  or 
otherwise,  the  lessee  assumes  all  risks  of 
damage  or  Injury  to  persons  or  property, 
which  occurs  In,  on,  or  above  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf,  to  any  person  or  persons 
who  are  agents,  employees  or  Invitees  of  the 
lessee,  its  agents.  Independent  contractors 
or  subcontractors  doing  business  with  the 
lessee  In  connection  with  any  activities  being 
performed  by  the  lessee  In,  on,  or  above  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf,  If  such  Injury  or 
damage  to  such  person  or  property  occurs  by 
reason  of  the  activities  of  any  agency  of  the 
U.8.  Government,  Its  contractors  or  subcon¬ 
tractors,  or  any  of  their  officers,  agents,  or 
employees,  being  conducted  as  a  part  of, 
or  In  connection  with,  the  programs  and  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  Commanding  Officer,  Naval 
Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey.  The 
lessee  assumes  this  risk  whether  such  Injury 
or  damage  is  caused  In  whole  or  In  part  by 
any  act  or  omission,  regardless  of  negligence 
or  fault,  of  the  United  States,  Its  contractors 
or  subcontractors,  or  any  of  their  officers, 
agents,  or  employees. 

The  lessee  further  agrees  to  Indemnify 
and  save  harmless  the  United  States  against 
all  claims  for  loss,  damage,  or  injury  sus¬ 
tained  by  the  lessee  and  to  defend  at  Its 
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own  expense  the  United  States  against  all 
claims  for  loss,  damage,  or  Injury  sustained 
by  the  agents,  employees,  or  invitees  of  the 
lessee.  Its  agents,  or  any  Independent  con¬ 
tractors  or  subcontractors  doing  business 
with  the  lessee  In  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
grams  and  activities  of  the  aforementioned 
military  Installation,  whether  the  same  be 
caused  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the  negligence 
or  fault  of  the  United  States,  Its  contractors 
or  subcontractors,  or  any  of  their  officers, 
agents  or  employees  and  whether  such  claims 
might  be  sustained  under  theories  of  strict 
or  absolute  liability  or  otherwise. 

(b)  The  lessee  agrees  to  control  his  own 
electromagnetic  emissions  and  those  of  his 
agents,  employees,  invitees,  Independent 
contractors  or  subcontractors  emanating 
from  Individual  designated  defense  warning 
areas  In  accordance  with  requirements  speci¬ 
fied  by  the  commander  of  the  appropriate 
onshore  military  Installation,  l.e.,  Command¬ 
ing  Officer,  Naval  Air  Str.tlon,  Lakehurst, 
New  Jersey,  to  the  degree  necessary  to  pre¬ 
vent  damage  to,  or  unacceptable  interfer¬ 
ence  with  Department  of  Defense  flight, 
testing  or  operational  activities,  conducted 
within  individual  designated  warning  areas. 

Necessary  monitoring,  control,  and  coor¬ 
dination  with  the  lessee,  his  agents,  em¬ 
ployees,  Invitees,  independent  contractors  or 
subcontractors,  will  be  effected  by  the  com¬ 
mander  of  the  appropriate  onshore  military 
Installation  conducting  operations  In  the 
particular  warning  area;  Provided,  however, 
that  control  of  such  electromagnetic  com¬ 
munication  shall  In  no  Instance  prohibit  all 
manner  of  electromagnetic  communication 
during  any  period  of  time  between  a  lessee, 
its  agents,  employees,  Invitees,  independent 
contractors  or  subcontractors  and  onshore 
facilities. 

(c)  The  lessee,  when  operating  or  causing 
to  be  operated  on  Its  behalf  boat  or  aircraft 
traffic  Into  the  Individual  designated  warning 
areas  shall  enter  into  an  agreement  with  the 
commander  of  the  appropriate  onshore  mili¬ 
tary  Installation,  l.e.,  Commanding  Officer, 
Naval  Air  Station,  Lakehurst,  New  Jersey, 
utilizing  an  Individual  designated  warning 
area  prior  to  commencing  such  traffic.  Such 
agreement  will  provide  for  positive  control 
of  boats  and  aircraft  operating  Into  the 
warning  areas  at  all  times. 

Stipulation  No.  7.  To  provide  Information 
to  coastal  states  and  thus  to  assist  them  in 
planning  for  the  impact  of  activities  during 
exploration  under  this  lease,  the  lessee  shall 
submit,  for  review  and  comment,  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  of  each  Mid-Atlantic  state  a  “Notice 
of  Support  Activity  for  the  Exploration 
Program”  (herein  called  “Notice”). 

For  the  purpose  of  this  stipulation  Mid- 
Atlantic  states  include  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
and  Virginia.  The  lessee  shall  not  be  required 
to  Include  privileged  information  In  this 
Notice.  At  his  discretion,  the  lessee  may  sub¬ 
mit  either  a  separate  Notice  for  each  Ex¬ 
ploration  Plan  submitted  on  a  lease  under 
30  CFR  260.34,  or  a  Notice  for  two  or  more 
Plans  on  one  or  more  leases.  The  Notice 
shall  not  be  subject  to  approval  or  disap¬ 
proval  by  the  Supervisor. 

A  copy  of  the  Notice  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Supervisor  no  later  than  the  date  of  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  Exploration  Plan,  with  a  cer¬ 
tification  that  the  Notice  has  already  been 
submitted  to  the  Governor  of  each  Mid-At¬ 
lantic  state.  A  lessee  who  submits  a  Notice 
for  two  or  more  Exploration  Plans  shall  not 
be  required  to  supply  additional  copies  of 
the  Notice,  but  may  instead  refer  to  that 
prior  submission.  Before  the  Supervisor  ap¬ 
proves  or  disapproves  the  Exploration  Plan, 
he  shall  allow  at  least  30  days  from  the  date 
of  receipt  of  the  certification  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernors  to  submit  comments  on  the  Notice 


to  the  lessee.  Subsequent  to  submission  of 
the  certification,  significant  changes  In  esti¬ 
mated  support  activities  will  be  forwarded  by 
the  lessee,  as  an  amendment  to  the  Notice, 
to  the  Governors  of  the  Mid-Atlantic  states 
and  the  Supervisor. 

The  Notice  shall  include  with  respect  to 
the  lessee  and  his  contractors: 

( 1 )  A  description  of  the  onshore  and  near¬ 
shore  support  facilities,  Including  site  and 
size,  expected  to  be  constructed,  leased, 
rented,  or  otherwise  procured  in  affected 
areas; 

(2)  Amount  and  location  of  acreage  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  required  within  the  state  for  fa¬ 
cilities,  Including  the  need  for  storage  space 
for  supplies; 

(3)  An  estimate  of  the  frequency  of  boat 
and  aircraft  departures  and  arrivals,  on  a 
monthly  basis,  and  the  possible  onshore  lo¬ 
cation  of  terminals; 

(4)  The  approximate  number  of  persons 
who  are  expected  to  be  engaged  In  onshore 
support  activities  and  transportation,  the 
approximate  number  of  local  personnel  who 
are  expected  to  be  employed  by  or  In  support 
of  the  exploration  program,  and  the  approxi¬ 
mate  total  number  of  persons  who  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  employed  for  the  exploration 
program; 

(5)  Estimates  of  the  approximate  addition 
to  the  population,  on  a  county  basis,  due  to 
the  exploration  program  and  the  approxi¬ 
mate  number  of  persons  needing  housing 
and  other  facilities; 

(6)  An  estimate  of  any  significant  quan¬ 
tity  of  major  supplies  and  equipment  to  be 
procured  within  the  state;  and 

(7)  The  onshore  address  of  the  lessee's 
operation  officers  and  of  the  contractors’ 
offices  Involved  In  the  exploratory  operation. 

Stipulation  No.  3.  (To  be  Included  In  leases 
resulting  from  this  sale  for  tracts  40-61, 
40-7*.  40-83,  40-89,  40-94,  40-99,  40-103, 
40-107,  40-119,  and  40-135. 

Portions  of  this  tract  may  be  subject  to 
mass  movement  of  sediment.  Emplacement 
of  structures  (platforms)  or  sea  floor  well¬ 
heads  for  the  production  or  storage  of  oil  or 
gas  will  not  be  allowed  on  those  portions  of 
the  tract  which  may  be  subject  to  mass 
movement  of  sediments  unless  or  untU  the 
lessee  has  demonstrated  to  the  Supervisor’s 
satisfaction  that  the  potential  for  mass 
movement  of  sediments  does  not  exist  or  that 
structures  can  be  safely  designed  to  with¬ 
stand  such  mass  movement  at  the  proposed 
location  of  the  structure. 

Exclusive  high  resolution  geophysical 
data  used  to  determine  the  portions  of 
these  tracts  which  may  be  subject  to 
mass  movement  of  sediment  may  be  in¬ 
spected  at  the  office  of  the  Conservation 
Manager,  Eastern  Region,  Geological 
Survey,  Suite  213,  1725  K  Street  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Stipulation  No.  9.  (To  be  Included  In  any 
leases  resulting  from  this  sale  for  the  higher 
royalty  tracts  listed  In  Paragraph  3  of  this 
notice.) 

(a)  The  royalty  rate  on  production  saved, 
removed,  or  sold  from  this  lease  Is  sub¬ 
ject  to  consideration  for  reduction  under 
the  same  authority  that  applies  to  all  other 
oil  and  gas  leases  on  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  (30  CFR  260.12(e)),  except  that  the 
Director,  Geological  Survey  may  approve  an 
application  for  a  reduction  In  royalty  on  this 
lease  only  when  It  Is  necessary  In  order  to 
Increase  the  ultimate  recovery  of  oil  and  gas 
and  In  the  Interest  of  conservation.  The  Di¬ 
rector  may  grant  a  reduction  for  only  one 
year  at  a  time.  Reduction  of  royalty  rates 
will  not  be  approved  unless  production  has 
been  underway  for  one  year  or  more. 
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(b)  All  reservoirs  underlying  this  lease 
which  extend  Into  one  or  more  lower  royalty 
rate  leases,  as  Indicated  by  drilling  and  other 
Information,  shall  be  operated  and  produced 
only  under  a  unit  agreement  Including  the 
other  lease  (s)  and  approved  by  the  Super¬ 
visor.  Such  a  unit  agreement  shall  provide 
for  the  fair  and  equitable  allocation  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  coats.  The  Supervisor  shall  pre¬ 
scribe  the  method  of  allocating  production 
and  costs  in  the  event  operators  are  unable 
to  agree  on  such  a  method. 

(c)  Although  the  royalty  rate  specified  In 
section  3(b)  (1)  of  this  lease  or  as  subse¬ 
quently  modified  In  accordance  with  appli¬ 
cable  regulations  and  stipulations  Is  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  production  under  this  lease,  not 
more  than  16%%  of  the  production  saved, 
removed  or  sold  from  the  leased  area  may  he 
taken  as  royalty  In  amount,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  section  6(c):  the  royalty  on  any 
portion  of  the  production  saved,  removed 
or  sold  from  the  lease  in  excess  of  16%% 
may  only  be  taken  In  value  of  the  production 
saved,  removed  or  sold  from  the  leased  area. 

Stipulation  No.  20.  (AH  leases  Issued  as  a 
result  of  this  sale  for  tracts  other  than  the 
higher  royalty  tracts  listed  In  Paragraph  3  of 
this  notice  will  contain  the  following  stipu¬ 
lation.) 

All  reservoirs  underlying  this  lease  which 
extend  Into  a  lease  oovering  the  higher  roy¬ 
alty  tracts  as  Indicated  by  drilling  and  other 
information,  shall  be  operated  and  produced 
only  under  a  unit  agreement  covering  the 
lease  for  the  higher  royalty  tracts  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Supervisor.  Such  a  unit  agree¬ 
ment  shall  provide  for  a  fair  and  equitable 
allocation  of  production  and  costs.  The  Su¬ 
pervisor  shall  prescribe  the  method  of  allo¬ 
cating  production  and  casts  In  the  event 
operators  are  unable  to  agree  on  such  a 
method. 

14.  Restriction  on  Leases.  Some  of  the 
tracts  offered  for  lease  may  fall  in  areas 
which  may  be  included  in  fairways,  pre¬ 
cautionary  rones,  or  traffic  separation 
schemes.  Department  of  the  Army  per¬ 
mits  are  required  for  construction  of  any 
structures  in  or  oyer  any  navigable 
waters  of  the  United  States  pursuant  to 
Section  10  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act 
of  1899  (30  Stat.  1151;  33  U.S.C.  403) 
and  for  artificial  islands  and  fixed  struc¬ 
tures  located  on  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  in  accordance  with  Section  4(f) 
of  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Lands 
Act  of  1953  (67  Stat.  463;  43  U.S.C.  1333 
(f)).  The  decision  whether  to  issue  a 
Department  of  the  Army  permit  on  lands 
which  are  under  mineral  lease  from  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  will  be  based 
solely  on  an  evaluatiort  of  the  impact  of 
the  proposed  work  on  navigation  and 
national  security.  Permit  applications 
and  inquiries  should  be  directed  to  the 
District  Engineer,  Philadelphia  District. 
U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers. 

15.  OCS  Orders.  Operations  on  all 
leases  resulting  from  this  sale  will  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  all  Mid-Atlantic  OCS  Orders, 
issued  effective  July  1,  1976,  and  any 
other  applicable  OCS  Order,  as  it  be¬ 
comes  effective.  Bidders  are  advised  that 
the  Departments  of  the  Interior  and 
Transportation  have  entered  into  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  dated 
May  6,  1976,  concerning  the  design,  in¬ 
stallation,  operation,  and  maintenance 


of  offshore  pipelines.  Bidders  should  con¬ 
sult  the  Department  of  Transportation 
for  regulations  applicable  to  offshore 
pipelines  under  its  juris  diction. 

16.  Suggested  Bid  Form.  It  is  suggested 
that  bidders  submit  their  bids  to  the 


[Tentative  Sale  No.  48] 

OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF 
OFFSHORE  CALIFORNIA 

Call  for  Nominations  of  and  Comments  on 
Area  for  Oil  and  Gas  Leasing 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  prescribed 
in  43  CFR  3301.3  (1975) ,  nominations  are 
hereby  requested  for  areas  on  the  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  offshore  California  for 
possible  oil  and  gas  leasing  under  the 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  Lands  Act  (43 
U.S.C.  1331-1343  (1970)).  Nominations 
will  be  considered  for  any  or  all  of  that 
part  of  the  following  areas  seaward  of 
the  submerged  lands  of  the  adjacent 
State. 

1.  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Leasing 
Map  No.  6A,  Channel  Islands  Area:  All 
blocks  and  fractional  blocks. 

2.  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Leasing 
Map  No.  6B,  Channel  Islands  Area:  All 
blocks  and  fractional  blocks  except  for 
the  following: 

37N  43W  to  45W,  all  Inclusive. 

38N  43W  to  45W,  all.  Inclusive. 

39N  43W  to  46 W,  aU  Inclusive. 

40N  43W  to  48W,  all  Inclusive. 

41N  43W  to  49 W,  all  Inclusive. 

42N  44W  to  52 W,  all  Inclusive. 


Manager.  New  York  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Office,  In  the  following  form: 

On.  &RB  Q  as  Bn 

The  following  bid  is  submitted  for  an  oil 
and  gas  lease  on  the  tract  of  the  Outer  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf  specified  below: 


43N  44W  to  55W,  all  Inclusive. 

44N  53W  to  55W.  all  Inclusive. 

50N  66W  to  67W,  all  Inclusive. 

51N  66W  to  69W,  all  Inclusive. 

51N  65W,  NW%  NW%. 

51 N  70 W,  E  >/2  and  E‘/2W% 

52N  63 W  to  69 W,  all  Inclusive. 

52N  70W,  E%  and  E%W%. 

3.  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Leasing 
Map  No.  6C,  Channel  Islands  Area:  All 
blocks  and  fractional  blocks  except  the 
following : 

35N37W,NEViNE«/4. 

36N  36W,  All. 

35N36W,N»/2NW>4. 

35N  35W,  All. 

34N  35W,  N%NWU:  SE>4NWi/4;  SW%NE% 
and  N%S K% . 

4.  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Leasing 
Map  No.  6D,  Channel  Islands  Area:  All 
blocks  and  fractional  blocks. 

5.  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Leasing 
Map  No.  6E,  Channel  Islands  Area:  All 
blocks  and  fractional  blocks. 

6.  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Official 
FTotraction  Diagram  NI  11-10,  San  Cle¬ 
mente  :  All  blocks  and  fractional  blocks 
except  the  following:  792,  835,  836,  879, 
880,  923,  966,  967,  and  1010. 

All  these  official  leasing  maps  can  be 
purchased  from  the  Manager,  Pacific 
Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office,  300  North 


Tract  No.  Total  amount  bid  Amount  par  hectare  Amount  at  cash  bonus  submitted  with  hid 


Proportion  at*  Interest  op  Company  Submitting  Bids 

Qualification  Pile  No. _  _ %  _ _ _ 

(Company) 


(Address) 


(Signature,  please  type 
signer’s  name  under 
signature) 

17.  Required  Joint  Bidder’s  Statement.  In  the  case  of  joint  bids,  each  joint  bidder 
must  execute  the  following  statement  before  a  notary  public  and  submit  it  with 
his  bid. 

Joint  Bidder’s  Statement 

I  hereby  certify  that - (entity  submitting  bid)  is  eligible  under  43  CFR  3302 

to  bid  jointly  with  the  other  parties  submitting  this  bid. 

(Signature,  please  type 
signer's  name  under 

‘  signature) 

Sworn  to  and  suhafcribed  before  me  this _ day  of _ 19__. 

(Notary  public) 

State  of _  /" 

County  of _ _  / 

Curt  Berklund, 
Director, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

Approved: 

Ronald  G.  Coleman, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

I  PR  Doc  .76-20708  Piled  7-14-76:10:34  am] 
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Los  Angeles  Street,  (Room  7127),  Los 
Angeles,  California  90012.  The  price  of 
the  Outer  Continental  Shelf  Official  Pro¬ 
traction  Diagram  NT  11-10,  San  Cle¬ 
mente  is  $2.00.  The  price  of  the  other  five 
maps  is  $1.00  each. 

All  nominations  must  be  described  In 
accordance  with  the  Outer  Continental 
Shelf  Official  Leasing  Maps  and  Dia¬ 
grams  prepared  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Department  of  the  Interior 
and  referred  to  above.  Only  whole  blocks 
or  properly  described  subdivisions  there¬ 
of,  not  less  than  one  quarter  of  a  block, 
may  be  nominated. 

In  addition  to  requesting  nominations 
of  tracts  for  possible  oil  and  gas  leasing 
within  the  specified  areas,  this  notice  also 
requests  the  identification  of  particular 
tracts  recommended  to  be  either  specif¬ 
ically  excluded  from  oil  and  gas  leasing 
or  leased  only  under  special  conditions 
because  of  conflicting  values  and  environ¬ 
mental  concerns.  Particular  geological, 
environmental,  biological,  archeological, 
socio-economic  or  other  information 
which  might  bear  upon  potential  leas¬ 
ing  and  development  of  particular  tracts 
is  requested  where  available.  Informa¬ 
tion  on  these  subjects  will  be  used  in  the 
preliminary  selection  of  tracts  which 
precedes  any  final  selection  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor  pursuant  to  43  CFR  3301.4.  This  in¬ 
formation  is  requested  from  Federal, 
State  and  local  governments;  industry; 
universities;  research  institutes;  environ¬ 
mental  organizations;  and  members  of 
the  general  public.  Comments  may  be 
submitted  on  blocks  or  subdivisions 
thereof,  as  required  for  nominations,  or 
on  all  areas  or  portions  thereof  as  de¬ 
scribed  above.  They  should  be  directed  to 
specific  factual  matters  which  bear  upon 
the  Department’s  decision  whether  to 
make  a  preliminary  selection  of  particu¬ 
lar  tracts  within  these  areas  for  further 
environmental  analysis  pursuant  to  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (42  U.S.C.  4321-4347  (1970))  and 
possible  leasing.  Comments  relating  to 
general  matters  which  would  be  applica¬ 
ble  to  oil  and  gas  operations  in  any  part 
of  the  OCS  are  not  sought  at  this  time. 

Nominations  and  comments  must  be 
submitted  not  later  than  September  7, 
1976,  in  envelopes  labeled  “Nominations 
of  Tracts  for  Leasing  in  the  Outer  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf — offshore  California,”  or 
"Comments  on  Leasing  in  the  Outer  Con¬ 
tinental  Shelf — offishore  California,”  as 
appropriate.  They  must  be  submitted  to 
the  Director:  Attention  720,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  Copies 
must  be  sent  to  the  Area  Conservation 
Manager,  Pacific  Area,  Geological  Sur¬ 
vey,  7744  Federal  Building,  300  North  Los 
Angeles  Street,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90012,  and  to  the  Manager,  Pacific  Outer 
Continental  Shelf  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  at  his  address  cited  above. 

This  call  for  nominations  and  com¬ 
ments  does  not  in  any  way  commit  the 
Department  to  leasing  offshore  Cali¬ 
fornia.  It  is  an  information-gathering 
component  of  the  Department’s  leasing 
procedure.  _ 


- 

Tracts  will  be  selected  for  competitive 
bidding  pursuant  to  established  Depart¬ 
mental  procedures  and  only  after  com¬ 
pliance  with  all  requirements  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
(42  U.S.C.  4321-4347  (1970)).  This  call 
for  nominations  recognizes  the  potential 
conflicts  with  military  operations  within 
the  area.  Careful  considerations  of  these 
military  operations  will,  therefore,  be 
given  in  the  process  of  selecting  tracts 
for  a  potential  sale.  Notice  of  any  tracts 
selected  for  competitive  bidding  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  stating 
the  conditions  and  terms  for  leasing  and 
the  place,  date,  and  hour  at  which  bids 
will  be  received  and  opened. 

Dated:  July  8, 1976. 

George  L.  Turcott, 
Associate  Director, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management. 


Approved:  July  12, 1976. 

TOm  Kleppe, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

[FR  Doc.76-20609  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-205) . 

Applicant:  U.8.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Office  of  Endangered  Species,  600  Gold  Ave¬ 
nue,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87103. 


OMBNO.  41-AUTO 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

8.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

FEDERAL  FISH  ANO  WILDLIFE 
LICENSE  /PERMIT  APPLICATION 

■*'»  wntA>'v 

1.  APPLICATION  FOR  ffadscaf*  em If  eme) 

|  |  REPORT  OR  EXPORT’LlCENSe  |  X  |  PEIWUT 

2*  BRIEF  DESCRIPTION  OF  ACTIVITY  FOR  WHICH  REQUESTED  LICENSE 

OR  PERMIT  IS  NEEDED- 

1«  To  pursue  Houston  Toad  (Duffo 
houstonensis) .  to  record  calls,  photo- 
graph  Individuals,  to  estimate  popula¬ 
tion  status. 

2.  Collect  samples  of  eggs  &  develop¬ 
mental  states  to  study  and  record  for 
species  documentation. 

3.  Remove  1  individual  to  lab.  to 
photograph  &  return  to  field  within  24 

S.  APPLICANT.  (Hmme.  cample  It  addreai  and  phone  number  el  mAviWb/i 
heomett,  Bfnc/,  at  ineiiieltea  lei  wfticJl  ptimit  fa 

U.  S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
Office  of  Endangered  Species 

500  Cold  Avenue 

Albuquerque,  NM  87103 

4  74-2321 

«.  IF  "APPLICANT"  IS  AN  INDIVIDUAL,  COMPLETE  THE  FOLLOWING! 

IF  ••APPLICANT"  IS  A  BUSINESS.  CORPORATION.  PUBLIC  AGENCY. 

OR  INSTITUTION.  COMPL.C  YE  THE  FOLLOWING; 

□  MR.  OMRS.  □MISS  □  MS. 

HEIGHT 

WEIGHT 

EXPLAIN  TYPE  OR  KINO  OF  BUSINESS.  AGENCY,  OR  INSTITUTION • 

4.  Record  clocal  temperatures. 

5.  Salvage  specimen  found  dead. 

oSuTof  birth 

COLOR  HAIR 

COLOR  EYES 

PHONE  NUMBER  WHERE  EMPLOYED 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 

Federal  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

OCCUPATION 

ANY  BUSINESS.  AGENCY,  OR  INSTITUTIONAL  AFFILIATION  HAVING 

TO  OO  WITH  THE  WILDLIFE  TO  BE.  COVE  RED  BY  THIS  LICENSE/PERMIT 

NAME.  TITLE.  ANO  PHONE  NUMBER  OF  PRESlOCNT.  PRINCIPAL 

OFFICER.  DIRECTOR.  ETC  474-2321 

W.  O.  Nelson,  Jr.,  Regional  Director 

IF  "APPLICANT’*  IS  A  CORPORATION,  INDICATE  STATE  I/I  WHICH 
INCORPORATED 

6.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONOUCTEO 

Ssuth-central  and  south-eastern 
Texas. 

7.  OO  YOU  HOLO  ANY  CURRENTLY  VALIO  FEDERAL  FISH  AND 

WILOUFS  LICENSE  ON  PEffeMTT  Q}  YES  Q  HO 

(II  fee ,  Uel  licente  et  pmmil  eembere) 

Various  appropriate  FWS  permits 

B.  IF  REQUIRED  BY  ANY  STATE  OR  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT,  DO  YOU 
HAVE  THEIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONDUCT  THE  ACTIVITY  YOU 

PROPOSE?  O  YES  3  NO 

(II  ft»,  Hit  Jmhdictioae  and  type  el  document*) 

9.  CERTIFIED  CHECK  ON  MONEY  ORDER  (it  applicable)  PAYABLE  TO 

THE  U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE  ENCLOSED  IN  AMOUNT  OF 

ft 

10.  DESlREO  EFFECTIVE  II.  OURATION  NEEDED 

DATE  x 

3/10/76  Two  years 

It  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  REOUIRED  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LICENSE/PE RMIT  RELUE5TEO  ISrr  XI  CFR  IXI2< tIJMJST  BE 
ATTACHEO,  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPU CATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  50  £FN  UNDER  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARE 
PROVIDED.  ,  * 

50  CFR  17.22 

CERTIFICATION 


I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AMD  AM  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  VTLE  50,  WART  13.  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AND  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IN  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  30, AND  I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  INF OR. 
MATION  SUBMITTED  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE.  PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  »THE  BEST  OF  MY  KNOWLEDGE  AND  BELIEF. 
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1.  Bufo  housUmensis  Sanders 

a.  Remove  two  adults  (one  male  and  one 
female)  for  artificial  breeding  In  the 
laboratory. 

b.  Remove  three  larvae  per  day  from  a 
single  clutch  of  eggs  for  preservation  and 
subsequent  description. 

2.  The  toads  In  question  ate  still  In  the 
wild. 

3.  As  listed  in  “1"  above: 

a.  The  animals  will  be  removed  In  moist 
cloth  bags  placed  In  plastic  containers. 

b.  The  larvae  will  be  preserved  in  the  field 
In  5  %  formalin. 

4.  N/A 

5.  Department  of  Wildlife  and  Fisheries 
Sciences,  Texas  A&M  University,  College  Sta¬ 
tion.  Texas  77843.  Specimens  will  be  main¬ 
tained  in  terrerla  in  the  herpetology  range. 

6.  1.  The  live  toads  will  be  housed  in  a 
moist  terrerium  In  a  room  which  Is  relatively 
constantly  maintained  at  28  degrees  centi¬ 
grade. 

II.  The  principal  investigator  has  main¬ 
tained  live  reptiles  and  amphibians  In  the 
lab  for  more  than  15  yeans.  Toads  of  various 
species  have  been  among  these  specimens 
and  have  been  successfully  maintained  for 
long  periods  on  diets  of  meal  worms  and 
other  Invertebrates. 

III.  The  applicant  is  willing  to  cooperate 
In  any  breeding  program  proposed  by  the 
Endangered  Species  Office. 

lv.  The  toads  will  be  transported  In  moist 
doth  bags  placed  in  plastic  Jars  and  will 
be  housed  In  moist  terrerla.  They  will  be 
maintained  in  the  lab  for  a  period  not  to 
exceed  two  weeks  and  will  be  fed  meal 
worms  and  other  invertebrates. 

v.  No  Houston  Toads  have  been  main¬ 
tained  tn  captivity.  Several  other  species  of 
Bufo  have  been  maintained  as  pets  and 
have  done  weH  under  the  conditions  men¬ 
tioned  In  “lv’’  above. 

7.  Attached 

8.  1.  The  proposed  project  Involves  the 
artificial  propagation  of  Bufo  housUmensis 
In  the  laboratory,  with  freshly  metamor¬ 
phosed  toads  being  released  at  the  point  of 
collection  of  the  adults. 

11.  Artificial  breeding  will  be  accomplished 
by  the  means  prescribed  by  Naoe,  et  al.  (Am¬ 
phibians:  guidelines  for  the  breeding,  care, 
and  management  of  laboratory  animals.  Na¬ 
tional  Academy  of  Science*,  Washington, 
D.C.). 

ill.  Most  persons  previously  dealing  with 
the  status  of  the  Houston  toad  have  strongly 
suggested  the  advantages  of  an  artificial 
breading  program  for  the  species.  It  is 
deemed  advisable  to  attempt  a  single  breed¬ 
ing  before  earnestly  using  this  technique  as  a 
management  tool. 


NOTICES 

lv.  Both  adults  and  any  offspring  result¬ 
ing  from  the  breeding  will  be  returned  to  the 
point  of  capture. 

Contract  No.  14-16-0002-3557. 
Contract  for  Investigation  on  Status  of 
Houston  Toad  — 

This  contract  entered  Into  pursuant  to  the 
authority  under  the  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act  of  1940  as 
amended.  Section  302(c)  (4)  and  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Act  of  1956,  70  Stat.  119, 
(U.S.C.-742  d  and  f).  this  28th  Day  of  May 
1974,  between  the  United  States  of  America, 
acting  through  the  authorized  Contracting 
Officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  of  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior  (hereinafter 
called  the  Bureau  and  Mr.  Robert  A.  Thomas, 
Department  of  Wildlife  and  Fisheries 
Sciences,  Texas  A&M  University,  College  Sta¬ 
tion,  Texas  77843,  (hereinafter  called  the 
Contractor). 

Witnesseth:  The  Parties  hereto  do  mutual¬ 
ly  agree  to  the  conduct  of  the  work  pursuant 
to  the  General  Provisions  attached  hereto 
and  made  a  part  hereof  as  follows : 

1.  Description  of  Work:  The  Contractor 
will  conduct  an  investigation  on  the  status 
of  the  Houston  Toad,  Bufo  houstonensis 
Sanders,  as  more  particularly  set  forth  In  the 
Contractor's  proposal  attached  hereto  and 
made  a  part  hereof. 

2.  Cost:  $4,500. 

3.  Period  of  Performance:  May  28,  1974 
through  June  30, 1975. 

4.  Project  Leader:  Robert  L.  Azevedo,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Fishery  Services,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico. 

5.  Equal  Employment  Opportunity:  The 
attached  Form  3-176,  entitled  Equal  Oppor¬ 
tunity  In  Employment,  Is  made  a  part  of  this 
contract. 

6.  A  progress  report  will  be  made  on  the 
first  segment  of  work  due  before  final  pay¬ 
ment  In  June,  1975.  A  final  report  will  be 
required  upon  the  completion  of  the  Investi¬ 
gations  of  this  contract. 

7.  The  Contractor  will  correlate  this  study 
with  those  being  conducted  by  Texas  Parks 
and  Wildlife  Department’s  herpetological 
studies  on  this  and  related  species  of  Texas. 

The  United  States  or  America, 
W.  O.  Nelson,  Jr., 

Regional  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  &  Wildlife. 

By: 

Mr.  Robert  A.  Thomas, 

Research  Associate. 

June  10,  1977. 

Amendment  No.  1  to  Contract 
No.  14-16-0002-3557 

Contract  No.  14-16-0002-3557  la  hereby 
amended  to  Include  the  Contractor’s  pro¬ 


posals  for  continuation  of  the  work,  dated 
February  13, 1976. 

Cost :  No  additional  funding. 

Period  of  Performance:  Completion  ex¬ 
tended  to  June  30,  1977. 

Witnesseth:  The  Parties  hereto  do  mutu¬ 
ally  agree  to  the  extension  of  the  contract 
In  accordance  with  the  attached  proposal. 

Date:  April  19, 1976 

The  United  States  of 
America, 

Thomas  S.  Cotton, 
Chief,  Contracting,  and  General 
Services,  VJS.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 

By: 

Mr.  Robert  A.  Thomas. 

April  9, 1976.  ' 

Documents  and  other  Information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE) , 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
This  application  has  been  assigned  File 
Number  PRT  2-114-07;  please  refer  to 
this  number  when  submitting  comments. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  16,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  July  13, 1976. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief.  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.78-20610  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am) 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (Pub. 
L.  93-205). 

Applicant:  Merritt  Island  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  P.O.  Box  6504,  TltusvUle,  Florida 
32780.  Robert  G.  Voder,  Refuge  Manager. 
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;  A  ; 

'department  of  the  interior 

1.1.  FISH  ARB  WIlBlIf  C  SWICt 

FEDERAL  FISH  AtlD  WILDLIFE 
UCENSE/PERMIT  APPLICATION 

I.  APPUICA*  r.  (Hamm,  ctmplt M  m44tm—  tn4  pA mmt  member  ml  «a**4*«4 
ftweieeee,  mgmm cp,  me  imttiimiimm  Imt  mkteh  permit  it  royeeafetf/ 

Merritt  Island  National  Wildlife  Refuse 
P.O.  Box  6504 

Titusville,  Florida  32780 

4.  IF  ••APPLICANT-  is  an  INtyviOUAC.  COMPLETE  1XC  rOULSOHN*- 

□  AML  □  •*«*.  CJmIW  □•«*. 

HEIGHT 

\ 

AUGHT 

DATE  OF  BIRTH 

COcOft  HAift 

COV-Oft  eye* 

«M«Ffco  « on?# 


l.  AFFUCNTION  fOH  ItolMt  Mill  Ml 

IMPORT  OR  EXPORT  LICENSE 


13' 


i  BHitP  OtlCMPTION  OP  ACTIVITY  TOR  NHICH  RCOUESTCO  LICENSE 
OR  PERMIT  IS NCEOCD  ,  ... 

1)  capture,  band,  color-mark  and  release 
a  maximum  of  100  sparrows 

2)  conduct  year-round  observation  of  the 
species  __ 

3)  Prescribed  burning,  brush  control,  and 
water  level  manipulation  as  needed  to 
manage  the  species 


EXPLAIN  type  OR  KINO  or  BUSINESS.  *CCNCr7 or 7nst. Tu tkjn 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
National,  Wildlife  Refuge 


PHONE  NUMBER  WHERE  EMPLOY  CO  1  SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 


OCCUPATION 


U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 


NAME.  TITLE.  ANO  Phone  number  of  president,  principal 
OFFICER.  DIRECTOR.  ETC.  Robert  t  \odtT,' 

Refuge  Manager,  305/867-4820 


S.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSEO  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONOUCTEO 

St.  Johns  River  flood  plain  and  the 
Merritt  Island  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
an  Brevard  County,  Florida 


(II  ;«l,  lie!  (iceei*  *  ptrmit  fijmbtttl 

Federal  bird  banding  #9066 


ft.  IF  HtGulHEU  HI  AMV  i( ATE  Oft  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT.  OO  YOU 
HAVC  THElft  APPROVAL  TO  CONDUCT  TnE  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PROPOSE?  3  YES  'J\  NO  m 

(It  ftt,  I  it  I  JtiitJScliomt  tot  tjpm  ml  Jrxirmtmltt 

will  obtain  permit  from  State  of  Florida 


ASAP 


■  I.  3U  NATION  NEEOE0 


_  3  years 


Jll  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  RE  JuiREO  FCH  THE  TYPE  UF  LiuEHSC'PL  ANT  M 3ULSTEO  TS..  SO  CFR  IJ.IJI* II  MuSI  BE 
ATTACHED.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PANT  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  PE  SCEFN  UNDER  WHICN  ATTACHMENTS  ARE 

pnov'oeo.  Attacbed  is  Part  17.22  as  requested. 

ccsnncATisN 

I  HFREBT  CFRTIFT  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AHO  AH  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  M.  PART  U.  OF  THE  COOE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AHO  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  M  VUE CH AFTER  8  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  *.  ANO  I  FURTHER  CERTIFT  THAT  THE  INFOR. 
RATION  SUBMITTED  III  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE.  PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  ANO  ACCURATE  TO  TNE  BEST  OF  MT  KNOWLEDGE  AHO  BELIEF 
I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAT  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  II  U.J.C.  WOT 
SIGNATURE  (/•"  T.T 


In  accordance  with  60  CFR  13.12(b),  I  am 
hereby  submitting  the  following  supplemen¬ 
tal  Information  for  a  prmit  for  scientific  pur¬ 
poses  as  outlined  in  Part  17.22  (Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  Vol.  40,  No.  188,  September  26, 1076) . 

(1)  Permit  necessary  to  capture,  band,  col¬ 
or-mark,  and  release  not  more  than  100  dusky 
seaside  sparrows  ( Ammospiza  maritime! 
nigrescent)  of  various  age  and  sex.  Also  year- 
round  observations  of  the  bird  at  all  stages 
of  its  life  history  will  be  conducted.  Man¬ 
agement  activities  will  be  conducted  to  en¬ 
hance  the  survival  of  the  species.  These  ac¬ 
tivities  will  Include  prescribed  burning. 


brush  control,  and  water  level  manipulation 

as  needed  to  manage  the  species. 

(2)  These  birds  all  exist  in  the  wild. 

(3)  N/A. 

<4)  N/A. 

(5)  Merritt  Island  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  P.O.  Box  6504,  Titusville,  Florida  32780 

(6)  (1). 

(11)  Dr.  Baker  is  the  leader  of  the  Dusky 
Seaside  Sparrow  Recovery  Team  and  has  con¬ 
ducted  research  on  the  Dusky  Seaside  Spar¬ 
row  for  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
from  1971  thru  1975. 

(ill)  I  am  willing  to  participate  In  a  co¬ 
operative  breeding  program,  if  the  recovery 


team  deems  this  action  necessary,  and  to 
maintain  or  contribute  data  to  a  studbook. 

(iT>  N/A. 

(v)  None. 

(7)  Hie  Dusky  Seaside  Sparrow  Recov¬ 
ery  Team  will  assist  in  implementing  the 
activities  specified  in  the  recovery  plan, 
after  this  plan  is  approved  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor.  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

(8)  Dusky  Seaside  Sparrows  will  be 
captured  in  mist  nets,  banded  with  alu¬ 
minum  and  plastic  colored  leg  bands,  and 
released  in  order  to  study  movements, 
population  dynamics,  and  obtain  basic 
life  history  data  on  this  species.  Subse¬ 
quent  and  supplemental  observations  will 
be  conducted. 

Research  will  also  be  conducted  to  de¬ 
termine  management  procedures  which 
will  then  be  instituted  as  needed.  These 
practices  will  include  prescribed  burning 
to  eliminate  unwanted  brush,  maintain 
desired  cordgrass  (Spartina  bakerii)  den¬ 
sity,  and  prevent  wildfires;  brush  control 
by  herbicides  and  mechanical  removal; 
and  water  level  manipulation  by  either 
pumping  or  reducing  runoff  flow  to  main¬ 
tain  proper  vegetational  densities  and 
compositions. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street 
NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
This  application  has  been  assigned  File 
Number  PRT  2-257-07, B;  please  refer  to 
this  number  when  submitting  comments. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  16,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  July  13, 1976. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief.  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

(FR  Doc.76-20611  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of 
the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (Pub. 
1l  93-205) . 

Applicant:  New  Mexico  State  University, 
Department  of  Fishery  and  WHdllfe  Sciences. 
Box  4901.  Las  Cruces,  New  Mexico  68003. 
Sanford  D.  Schemnltz,  Department  Head. 
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KPARTttNf  Of  Tin.  mii.uOR 

».s.  risH  m  wiLBiirc  suvict 

FEDERAL  FISH  ANO  WILDLIFE 
LICENSE/PERMIT  APPLICATION 


».  APPLICANT.  (Kerne,  complete  mdJrtrt  end  phot te  Bmmhtr  cl  indieiduclp 

Pmrimeee,  or  imctitwlicm  for  »AkA  permit  it  t remitted) 

Department  •£  Fishery  and  Wildlife 
Sciences;  Box  4901;  Mew  Mexico  State 


JS3S2&1"  CrUCCS*  NeWMeXiC°  880°P  ^ “ 'SsTS™. Nation 

from  Main  Diamond  Creek  to  check  feasibil¬ 
ity  of  establishing  Gila  trout  broodstock 
in  a  national  fish  hat-rhpry 


4.  ir  "applicant*  is  an  individual,  complete  the  follswinO. 


□  mu.  □  MRS.  □miss  □ms. 


DATE  OF  BIN TH 


phone  number  nhere  emplOyeo 


COLOR  HAIR 


SOCIAL  security  number 


t.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONDUCTED 

Zlectrofishing  and  collections  In  the 
Cila  Mational  Forest,  Mew  Mexico, 
laboratory  analysis  in  Neale  Hall, 
NMSU,  las  Cruces,  Mew  Mexico. 


tNone  Required 


!,  APPLICATION 


NO.  4J  R1(M 


|  IMPORT  OR  EXPORT  LICENSE 


in 


WNII 


2.  D«ICF  DESCRIPTION  OF  ACTIVITY  FOR  WHICH  RCOUCSTCQ  UCCNSfc 

ORPCRMIT  ISNCCOCO. 

(a)  Electrofish,  examine,  and  release  aliv^ 
back  Into  streams  650  Gila  trout  (endan¬ 
gered  species)  to  obtain  ecaloglcal  Infor¬ 
mation.  (b)  Toke  and  preserve  15  Glia  trou 
from  Iron  Creek  and  each  additional  stream 
with  possible  Gila  trout  populations  for 
taxonomic  examination,  (c)  Sacrifice  100 


Sk  if  "awpucant**  is  a  business,  corporation,  public  agency. 

OR  INSTITUTION.  COMP'lCTC  TM*  FOLLOWING. 


EXPLAIN  TtPC  OR  KINO  OF  BUSINESS.  AGENCY,  OR  INSTITUTION 

Dept*  of  Fishery  and  Wildlife  Sciences  is 
a  teaching  and  research  department  offer¬ 
ing  B.S.  and  M.S.  degrees.  Research  ac¬ 
tivities  are  handled  through  the  Agricul¬ 
tural'  Experiment  Station  of  the  College 
of  Agticultural  and  Home  Economics. 


NAME,  TITLE.  ANO  PHONE  NUMBER  OF  PRESIDENT.  PRINCIPAL 

officer,  director,  etc.  Sanford  D.  Schemnitu, 
Department  Head,  Dept,  of  Fishery  and  Wild 
7J’l:fSp563Sn9356eoRF§95fni*$6ciI$<fc4  state  in  which 
Incorporated 


New  Maxico- 


1.  DO  YOU  HOLO  Aliy  CURRENTLY  VALID  FEDERAL  FISH  AND 
wilolifelicenscorpew.it>  Q  YES  3P  no 

(II  yet,  litl  I nenee  Be  permit  nmmhtrt) 


8.  IF  RCQUIRCO  ©V  ANT  MATE  OR  FORCiGN  GOVERNMENT.  OG  YOU 
HAVE  TNCIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONDUCT  ThE  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PROPOSE?  3)  YES  ZJ  NO 

(It  yet,  litl  jmitdietioBt  Ml  type  cl  documeaity 

The  New  Mexico  Department  of  Game  and  Fish 
will  issue  us  state  scientific  collecting 
permits  -to-handle^-r^s^dent— 4i  eh« - 

10.  DCSIREO  EFFECTIVE  i  II.  DURATION  NEEDED 


2.  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  * 
ATTACMEO.  IT  CONSTITUTES  Ah 
PRCVJDCO. 


Attachments  relative  to  Section  17.22  attached. 


CERTIFICATION  “ 

I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AND  AN  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  50.  FART  1J.  Or  THE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  ANO  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IH  MJEOIAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  M.  ANO  I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  INFOR. 
RATION  SUBMITTED  IH  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE/PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  NT  KNOWLEDGE  AND  BELIEF. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  AHT  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAY  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  II  U.S.C.  WO  I.  _ 


MOHAIR  HE  (It  I  f.J 


&u 


1 1  t.i/?  ^  _ 

CjLpq 


it  /  7  7 (> 


Information  Required  for  Obtaining 
Permits  Under  17.22 

(1)  Gila  trout,  Salmogilae  Miller  1950. 

(a)  Specimens  to  be  handled  will  be  elec- 
troflshed  from  streams.  The  purpose  of 
sampling  Is  to  document  current  status  of 
existing  Gila  trout  populations.  Aspects  to 
be  analyzed  are  population  density,  growth 
rate,  condition  factor,  and  length-weight 
relationship.  Therefore,  measured  sections  of 
each  stream  will  be  electrofished  to  obtain 
estimates  of  number  of  fish  per  200  feet  of 
stream  and  to  allow  examination  of  fish.  The 
approximate  number  of  Glia  trout  to  be  elec¬ 
trofished  will  be  as  follows  for  the  listed 
streams:  Iron,  100;  Mcknight,  100;  Main  Dia¬ 
mond  300;  Sheep  Corral,  50;  and  South  Dia¬ 
mond,  100.  A  sample  of  up  to  50  Gila  trout 
per  stream  will  be  weighed,  measured,  and 
scale  samples  taken  before  releasing.  The  fish 
examined  will  not  be  selected  for  age  or  sex, 
except  that  young -of-the-year  Gila  trout  will 
only  be  counted  as  they  are  electrofished. 

(b)  A  museum  collection  of  15  Gila  trout 
will  be  collected  and  preserved  from  the  up¬ 
permost  headwaters  of  Iron  Creek  for  subse¬ 


quent  taxonomic  analysis.  This  population 
was  discovered  in  1975  and  the  Initial  col¬ 
lection  of  16  was  made  downstream  from 
the  headwaters.  A  similar -sized  .sample  will 
be  collected  and  preserved  for  later  taxonomic 
analysis  from  any  unsurveyed  stream  sus¬ 
pected  of  containing  Gila  trout.  It  is  unlikely 
any  new  populations  will  be  discovered,  but 
If  any  potential  populations  are  found  they 
should  be  examined. 

(c)  Of  the  800  Gila  trout  proposed  to  be 
electrofished  in  Main  Diamond  Creek,  per¬ 
mission  to  sacrifice  100  Glia  trout  for  a  dis¬ 
ease  status  evaluation  Is  requested.  The  need 
for  this  disease  evaluation  Is  related  to  the 
desire  of  the  Gila  Trout  Recovery  Team  to 
establish  Glia  trout  brood  stock  In  a  disease - 
free  national  fish  hatchery.  Until  the  Gila 
trout  In  Main  Diamond  Creek  have  been  ex¬ 
amined  by  biologists  of  the  US.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  and  declared  free  of  communicable 
diseases,  permission  for  Introduction  into  a 
disease-free  national  fish  hatchery  cannot  be 
obtained.  If  permission  Is  granted  to  sacri¬ 
fice  the  100  fish  requested,  these  fish  will  be 
used  for  all  other  examinations  discussed  un¬ 
der  (1)  (a).  In  addition,  the  100  fish  would 


also  be  preserved  as  museum  specimens  for 
eventual  use  in  other  ecological  studies. 

(2)  All  Gila  trout  to  be  covered  by  this 
permit  presently  occur  as  wild  fish  in  streams 
In  the  Gila  National  Forest,  New  Mexico. 

(3)  (a)  Hie  sample  of  15  Glia  trout  from 
Iron  Creek  would  have  to  be  preserved  In 
10%  formalin  so  that  later  examination 
could  be  accomplished.  Likewise,  any  as  yet 
unknown  population  would  require  a  pre¬ 
served  sample  of  15  to  enable  taxonomic 
analysis. 

(b)  All  Gila  trout  to  be  examined  will  be 
handled  carefully.  The  mode  of  collection 
will  be  electroflshing  with  a  battery-powered 
Smith-Root  Type  VII,  pulsed  D.C.  electro¬ 
fisher.  Our  experience  indicates  that  trout 
can  be  examined  and  safely  returned  to  tb» 
water  In  good  condition  If  the  following 
handling  methods  are  used:  (1)  use  lowest 
voltage  that  Immobilizes  fish;  (2)  do  not 
leave  fish  In  the  electrical  field  for  more 
than  10  seconds;  (3)  weigh,  measure,  and 
take  scale  samples  as  soon  after  shocking 
as  possible  (this  allows  handling  while  trout 
are  still  under  the  effects  of  electrical  nar¬ 
cosis  and  are  much  easier  and  safer  to  han¬ 
dle)  ;  (4)  transport  trout  to  examination  site 
at  streamside  in  a  soft  mesh  dip  net  If  close 
enough  or  In  2  gallon  plastic  buckets  if  more 
than  50  feet  from  collection  point;  (5)  do 
not  transport  more  than  two  0-8  Inch  trout 
per  bucket;  (6)  partially  replace  water  In  the 
bucket  periodically  If  trout  held  more  than 
a  few  minutes;  (7)  order  of  examination 
should  be  weigh,  measure,  take  scale  sample 
for  quickest  and  safest  handling;  (8)  trout 
should  be  handled  with  wet  hands  and  held 
firmly,  but  without  excessive  pressure;  (9) 
after  examination  Is  completed,  trout  should 
be  held  In  a  dip  net  In  non-turbulent,  but 
well -oxygenated  water  until  they  exhibit 
strong  swimming  ability;  (10)  If  trout  do 
not  recover  quickly  after  examination,  taking 
of  scale  samples  should  be  discontinued;  and 
(11)  If  trout  still  exhibit  distress  symptoms 
after  taking  scale  samples  has  been  discon¬ 
tinued,  weighing  and  measuring  should  be 
discontinued.  In  the  event  that  electrofishing 
and  netting  of  Gila  trout  should  cause  mor¬ 
talities  in  excess  of  3-5  fish,  (depending  on 
the  stream) ,  electroflshing  operations  would 
be  terminated. 

(4)  Not  applicable. 

(5)  Any  Gila  trout  which  are  preserved 
for  future  taxonomic  or  ecological  examina¬ 
tions  will  be  housed  In  the  fish  museum  of 
the  Department  of  Fishery  and  Wildlife 
Sciences;  Box  4901;  New  Mexico  State  Uni¬ 
versity;  Las  Cruces,  New  Mexico  88003.  Speci¬ 
mens  will  be  kept  locked  in  Room  108,  Neale 
Hall  on  the  main  campus.  Examination  of 
specimens  will  be  done  In  either  Room  108 
or  In  the  Research  laboratory,  Room  107. 
New  Mexico  State  University  Is  the  state's 
land  grant  university  with  the  main  campus 
located  at  Las  Cruces,  New  Mexico. 

(6)  Not  applicable. 

(7)  A  copy  of  the  proposal  submitted  to 
the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  Is  en¬ 
closed.  This  proposal  lists  Paul  R.  Turner  and 
Douglas  B.  Jester,  Assistant  and  Associate 
Professors,  respectively,  as  principal  Investi¬ 
gators.  Fisheries  graduate  students,  Joaquim 
Mello  and  Richard  Anderson,  will  perform 
the  field  research.  Stream  surveys  and  fish 
collections  will  be  made  between  June  15 
and  December  31,  1976. 

(8)  (1),  (11)  Activities  and  details  of  such 
activities  are  described  under  part  (1)  a,  b, 
and  c  of  this  attachment.  A  more  thorough 
description  of  the  activities  for  which  au¬ 
thorization  Is  being  sought  can  be  found  in 
the  attached  proposal. 

(Ill)  The  ecological  evaluation  of  the  ex¬ 
isting  Gila  trout  populations  for  which  au¬ 
thorization  is  requested  Is  desirable  In  order 
to  document  the  status  of  the  species.  No 
ecological  Information  Is  available  on  Gila 
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trout  populations  other  than  from  Main 
Diamond  Creek.  In  most  cases,  a  good  esti¬ 
mate  of  population  size  Is  not  available  for 
baseline  reference  purposes.  This  Informa¬ 
tion  will  be  valuable  in  evaluating  any  fu¬ 
ture  management  or  climatic  changes.  In 
addition,  surveys  on  these  streams  might  dis¬ 
cover  some  problem  situation  which  needs 
immediate  attention  In  order  to  safeguard 
the  continued  existence  of  a  specific  popu¬ 
lation.  This  Is  particularly  likely  In  Iron 
Creek  where  only  a  2-3  foot  gravel  of  ques¬ 
tionable  stability  separates  the  Gila  trout 
population  from  a  downstream  population  of 
brown  trout. 

The  taxonomic  status  of  the  Gila  trout 
has  been  recently  described  by  a  1976  MB. 
Thesis  by  a  department  graduate  student. 
Mr.  Robert  K.  David.  Mr  David  has  Indicated 
that  Gila  trout  from  the  headwaters  of  Iron 
Creek  should  be  obtained  for  additional 
taxonomic  analysis.  Likewise,  trout  from  any 
unsampled  stream  which  are  found  to  have 
questionable  genetic  background  should  be 
examined. 

The  disease  status  evaluation  of  Glia  trout 
In  Main  Diamond  Creek  Is  a  necessary  step 
In  obtaining  permission  to  establish  brood- 
stock  In  a  national  fish  hatchery.  Establish¬ 
ment  of  broodstock  for  Glia  trout  propaga¬ 
tion  Is  one  of  the  objectives  of  the  Draft  Gila 
Trout  Recovery  Plan  which  will  soon  be  re¬ 
leased.  Disease  evaluation  Is  also  desirable 
prior  to  any  future  transplants  of  Glia  trout 
to  approved  restoration  streams.  If  the  Draft 
Glia  Trout  Recovery  Plan  Is  approved  later 
this  summer,  the  possibility  of  a  transplant 
of  Gila  trout  Into  an  already-selected  stream 
Is  a  distinct  possibility  for  fall  1976.  At  the 
present  time,  the  estimated  4.000±  Glia  trout 
In  Main  Diamond  Creek  are  quite  stunted  In 
size  because  of  an  extremely  high  population 
density.  Some  pools  of  less  than  100  square 
feet  and  of  average  depth  less  than  18  Inches 
presently  contain  30-40  Gila  trout.  The  re¬ 
moval  of  100  Gila  trout  from  Main  Diamond 
Creek  will,  If  anything,  have  a  beneficial  ef¬ 
fect  on  the  remaining  Gila  trout  by  allevi¬ 
ating  competition.  Previous  removals  of  up 
to  300  Gila  trout  from  Main  Diamond  Creek 
for  transplant  purposes  have  not  had  an» 
negative  efTects. 

(lv)  All  Gila  trout  which  are  not  Immedi¬ 
ately  returned  alive  to  the  streams  after 
examination  will  be  preserved  as  scientific 
specimens  to  be  housed  In  the  fish  museum 
In  the  Department  of  Fishery  and  Wildlife 
Sciences  at  New  Mexico  State  University. 
Only  15  specimens  from  Iron  Creek  and  100 
specimens  from  Main  Diamond  Creek  will  be 
purposefully  sacrificed.  Any  Gila  trout  which 
die  accidentally  will  likewise  be  preserved  as 
scientific  specimens. 

Documents  and  other  Information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  Inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/TjE), 


U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P06t 
Office  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
This  application  has  been  assigned  File 
Number  FRT  2-248-07;  please  refer  to 
this  number  when  submitting  comments. 
All  relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  16,  1976,  will  be  considered. 
Dated:  July  13,  1976. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce -  • 

ment,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-20612  Filed  7-1 5-76; 8. 45  am] 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed 
to  have  been  received  under  section  10 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-205) . 

Applicant:  Roedlng  Park  Zoo,  894  West 
Belmont,  Fresno,  California  93728.  Dr.  Paul 
Chaffee. 


NO.  4 


DEPARTMENT  THE  INTERIOR 
,ISI1  m  waDUf[  sfMIC£ 


FEDERAL  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
LICENSE/PERMIT  APPLICATION 


Paul  S.  Chaffee,  D.V.M. 
Roedlng  Park  Zoo 
894  V.  Belmont 
Fresno,  California  93728 
Phone  (209)  488-1549 


I  APPLICATION  #  dm 


SMno«»  mm  Ckpopt  l»CEnSC 

~FWS/LE  PRI  2-229-07 


To  export,  through  Mr.  Clifford  Vesdorf, 
1.1  Panther  tlcrls.  as  a  bona  fide  gift 
to  the  Mexicali  Zoo,  Baja  California,  Hex 
for  the  purposes  of  propagation. 

The  Costa  Mesa  Lions  Club  has  arranged 
this  donation. 


«.  IF  "APPLICANT"  IS  AN  INDIVIDUAL.  COMPLETE  THE  FOLLOW** 


%  IF  -applicant-  IS  A  MUSWCCT.  <  _ 

on  institution,  complete  the  followin') 


□  mr.  nuns.  o  *«• 


OATH  OF  wntm  [colon  »a m  I  COLON  ITU 

Rhone  nu»m.r  nmene  employes  social  securi  t  r  ML— wot 


EXPLAIN  TYPE  ON  KMO  OF  BUSINESS,  ACENCY.  ON  INSTITUTION 

A  Municipal  Zoo  that  la  open  to  tha  pub lid 
every  day  of  the  year,  for  the  purposes  of 
recreation,  conservation,  and  education. 


OCCUPATION 


NAME.  TITLE.  AnO  PHONE  MlAAOEN  OF  PKES.3EMT,  PRINCIPAL. 
OFFICEN.  OINECTON.  ETC. 

Paul  S.  Chaffee,  D.V.M,,  Director^ 439-5446 


I.  LOCATION  WHERE  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY  It  TO  DC  CONDUCTED 

Tigers  taken.  By  Mr.  Vesdorf,  from  the 
Roedlng  Park  Zoo,  Fresno  and  will  hold 
them  At  Enchanted  Village  In  Los  Angelc 
for  approximately  one  week.  Mr.  Wesdor] 
will  arrange  and  transport  the  tigers 
to  the  Mexicali  Zoo,  Baja  California, 
Mesclco. 


.  DO  rou  HOLD  A*r  CURRENTLY  VALID  FCOERAL  F ijH  A *0 
IftLOUFC  LICENSE  OR  PERMIT*  Jfl  YES  13*0 
HI  fom,  UH  lie  mn  nr  snail  ssiltft) 

Migratory  Waterfowl  Permits  2-519 -SC  and 
2-15S-SC.  Brown  Pelican  Loan  Permit 


.  IF  REQuiREO  Wt  ary  STATE  OR  FOREIGN  OOvEI 
HAVE  THEiR  APPROVAL  TO  COKOuCT  THE  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PROPOSE*  YES  3  NO 

(M/m,  till  J*ri»£cth*$  sMfj/t  ©/  iocvmemtaf 

—See  Attached  letter  from  State 
authorities. 


t.  certified  check  or  money  ohocs  i,i  «„ik.m«j  payable  to 
THE  U.S.  FISH  ANO  WILDLIFE  SERVICE  ENCLOSED  IN  AMOUNT  OP 

,  K/A 


19.  DESIRES  EFFECTIVS 

DATS 

As  soon  as  possib 


II.  DURATION  NEEDED 

le  One  week. 


I*.  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INFORMATION  REQUIRED  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LICENSE/ PE '.MIT  REQUESTED  |J<-  HI  CFR  IJ.IJIHI  MUST  BE 
ATTACMEO,  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  SO  CFR  UNDER  WHICH  ATTACHMENTS  ARE 
PROVIDEO. 

See  copy  of  your  letter  and  copy  of  Mr.  Faist  letter  of  approval. 


CttTIFICATOK 

I HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AND  Am  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  RECULATMJHS  CONTAINED  M  TITLE  JO.  PART  II.  OF  THE  COCE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AMO  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IN  SUBOIAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  M.  ANO  I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  INF0R. 
RATION  SU6MITTE0  M  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  LICENSE, PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  ANO  ACCURATE  TO  THE  CEST  OF  MT  KNOWLEDGE  ANO  BELIEF. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANT  FALSESTATEMENT  HEREIN  MAT  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  U  U.S.C  SCOT. 


SIGNATURE  tU  mil 


oAie 


n  ^l 


14** 
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NOTICES 


June  26,  1976. 

Special  Agent  Len  Sims, 

VSDl, 

Fish  and  WiUUife  Service, 

Division  of  Law  Enforcement, 

P.O.  Box  19193, 

Washington,  D.C.  20036 

Dear  Mb.  Sims:  The  following  attachment 
Is  for  the  completion  of  an  export  permit  ap¬ 
plication,  which  was  sent  earlier  to  your  of¬ 
fice. 

In  accordance  with  Sec.  17.22  of  the  Fed-  - 
eral  rules  and  regulations  the  following  Infor¬ 
mation  is  presented. 

( 1 )  Bengal  Tiger,  Panthera  tigris,  one  male 
and  one  female,  which  were  bora  on  March 
25,  1974  to  be  transported,  via  Mr.  Clifford 
Wesdorf,  from  the  Roeding  Park  Zoo,  894  W. 
Belmont,  Fresno,  California  93728,  to  the 
Mexicali  Zoo,  Baja  California,  Mexico;  and 
presented  to  their  Governor  as  a  bona  fide 
gift. 

(2)  ill  Both  tigers  were  born  in  captivity  at 
the  Roeding  Park  Zoo. 

(3)  N/A. 

(4)  Born  in  Fresno,  California,  UJS.A. 

(5)  Mexicali  Zoo,  Mexicali,  Baja  California, 
Mexico. 

(6) 11  See  attachment  A. 

iv  Each  tiger  was  placed  in  a  steel  crate,  for 
the  duration  of  the  transporting,  that  can  be 
described  as  follows:  Height  4  feet,  Width  34 
inches.  Length  6%  feet.  The  top  and  bottom 
were  composed  of  1-inch  plywood.  The  four 
sides  were  %-luch  vertical  steel  bars,  which 
were  3  inches  apart.  The  sliding  doors  at  each 
end  were  secured  with  steel  locks. 

(7)  Mr.  Clifford  Wesdorf  is  to  pick  up  said 
tigers,  in  the  above  described  crates,  on 
June  4,  1976  from  Dr.  Paul  S.  Chaffee,  D.V.M. 
of  the  Roeding  Park  Zoo,  Fresno,  California. 
Mr.  Wesdorf  will  then  transport  the  Bengal 
Tigers  to  the  Mexicali  Zoo,  and  be  presented 
to  the  Governor  of  Baja  California  on 
June  12, 1976. 

(8) 1  To  export,  via  Clifford  Wesdorf,  one 
male  and  one  female  Bengal  Tiger  to  the 
Mexicali  Zoo  as  a  bona  fide  gift. 

11  Dr.  Chaffee,  of  Roeding  Park  Zoo,  will 
carry  out  the  removal  of  the  tigers  from  their 
enclosure  at  the  zoo  to  the  crates  provided  by 
Mr.  Wesdorf.  Mr.  Wesdorf,  2700  Harbor  Blvd., 
Costa  Mesa,  California,  92626,  will  transport 
and  care  for  the  tigers  until  they  arrive  at 
the  Mexicali  Zoo  for  presentation  to  that 
area's  Governor,  as  a  bona  fide  gift. 

ill  This  activity  will  provide  a  different  zoo 
with  a  young  pair  of  Bengal  Tigers  for  the 
purpose  of  enhancing  the  propagation  and 
survival  of  an  endangered  species. 

iv  N/A 

Sincerely, 

Paul  S.  Chaffee,  D.V.M., 

Director  Of  The  Zoo. 

Attachment  A 

Curriculum  vitae  lor  Paul  S.  Chaffee, 
D.V.M. 

Personal:  Present  Position:  Director, 

Roeding  Park  Zoo.  Present  address:  892  W. 
Belmont  Avenue.  Fresno,  California  93728. 

Sex:  Male.  Age:  46.  Marital  Status: 
Married,  four  children,  ages  16-24. 

Education:  B.S.  Degree — Michigan  State 
University  1951.  Doctor  of  Veterinary  Medi¬ 
cine  with  honors,  Michigan  State  University, 
College  of  Veterinary  Medicine,  1953. 

Experience:  Employed  in  Chicago  at  Pelgh 
Animal  Hospital,  2  yrs.  Private  practice  in 
Fresno  for  ten  years,  1955-65.  McKinley  Pet 
Hospital.  Zoo  Veterinarian,  Roeding  Park 
Zoo  since  1960.  Roeding  Park  Zoo  Director- 
Veterinarian — 1965. 

Professional  affiliations:  Past  President 
American  Association  of  Zoo  Veterinarians. 
American  Veterinary  Medical  Association. 


Ecological  Studies  Committee,  California 
Veterinary  Medical  Association.  Central 
California  Veterinary  Medical  Association. 
Professional  Registration — American  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Zoological  Parks  and  Aquariums. 
Fresno  Rotary  Club.  Wild  Life  Disease  Asso¬ 
ciation.  Wild  Water  Fowl  Association.  Wild 
Life  8ociety.  Fresno  Zoological  Society. 
Western  Regional  Zoo  Conference. 

Documents  and  other  information 
submitted  in  connection  with  this  ap¬ 
plication  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street 
NW,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE) , 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
This  application  has  been  assigned  File 
Number  PRT  2-229-07;  please  refer  to 
this  number  when  submitting  comments. 


All  relevant  comments  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  16,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  July  12, 1976. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Lavo  Enforce¬ 
ment,  V.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

|FR  Doc.76-20613  Filed  7-16-76;8:45  am) 


ENDANGERED  SPECIES  PERMIT 
Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  is  deemed  to 
have  been  received  under  section  10  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L. 
93-205). 

Applicant:  San  Antonio  Zoological  Gardens 
&  Aquarium,  3903  North  St.  Mary's  Street, 
San  Antonio,  Texas  78212,  Louis  R.  DiSabato, 
Director. 


out  NO.  4MM«M 


DEPA5TMENT  OF  THE  WTERiOR 
r,JI1  AM  WIL#Ufl  ***** 

FEDERAL  FiSII  AND  WILDLIFE 
UCEHSE/WjCflT  APPLICATION 


San  Antonio  Zoological  Gardens 
&  Aquarium 

3903  N.  St.  MAry's  Street 
San  Antonio#  TX  78212 
(512)  734-7183 


I.  APPLICATION  I  ON  fMtcsf*  —If  am*) 


□ 


IMPORT  OR  EXPORT  LICENSE 


To  purchase  in  interstate  commer<|« 
and  transport  one  captive  born 
female  ruffed  lemur  (Varecla 
variegatus)  from  the  Ean  Diego 
Zoo#  San  Diego#  California#  to 
the  San  Antonio  Zoo 


4.  IF  "APPLICANT"  M  AN  tNWWOUAU  COMPLETE  Me  FOU-OWINM 


"paiOHf" 

□  MR.  OMR*.  □«!&»□  MS.  j- 

coBr-mW 


COLON  (YU 


PHONE  NUMBER  WHERE  EMPLOYED  [SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 


I  IF  "APPLICANT"  I*  A  WUSlNtH.  COBPQ 

OB  INSTITUTION.  COMPLETE  THE  FOlLOWIMO. 

““£1  Kami Vpe oaViNdor  wu nnesj.' aoencvTob ‘mSTTifuTiON ’ “ 

Zoological  Gardens  £  Aquarium 
devoted  to  the  exhibition#  care 
and  propagation  of  animals  In 
captivity.  Operated  by  the  San 
Antonio  Zoological  Society  for 
the  city  of  San  Antonio. 

NAME.  TITLE.  ANO  Prone  NUMBER  Of  PRESIDENT.  PRINCIPAL**  "*’ 

officer. oirector,  etc.  Louis  R.  DiSabatO# 
Director,  (512)  734-7183 


Texas 


*.  location  WHERE  PROPOSED  activity  IS  TO  BE  CONDUCTED 

San  Diego , ^California  to 
San  Antonio,  Texas 


7.  DO  YOU  hold  any  currently  valid  »eocral  Rim  AND 

WILDLIFE.  LICENSE.  OR  PERMIT*  VCS  7.1  *0 

IIP  yer,  fiat  Firmer  at  permit  neaSvra;  «  brb 

PRT8-279-C,  ES-61,^ 

PRT8-24  3-E ,  ES-78,  ES-12#  ES-48 

ANY  STATE  OH  F0F>£'GN  OOvtIRNMCNT,  DO  YOU 
MAve  TMClN  APPROVAL  TO  CONOuCT  Tm€  ACTlVlTf  YOU 
PROPOSE?  VCS  ~  !  **Q 

III  ;ri,  lift  *•*.#*•  and  tf(~  *•#  umrntnj 


as  possible 


II.  OUHAU'JN  NUUlj 


2.  ATTACHMENTS.  TmE  SPECIFIC  IN*  G**4ATiON  REQUIRED  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LlCCNSC/PC  HMl  I  NCQUtST  CO  lire  >'  C 
ATTACHED.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  IN Tt ORAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  SO  CFH  UNDER  Am'CH  * 
PROVIDED. 

See  attachments  for  sections  6i,  6v,  7 


CERTIFICATION 

I  HEREBY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  MAVE  READ  AND  AM  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  REGULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  SB.  FART  II.  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  AN0  TME  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IN  SUBCHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  SO.  AND  I  FURTHER  CERTIFT  THAT  THE  INFOR¬ 
MATION  SUBMITTED  IN  THIS  APPLICATION  FOR  A  UCENSE/PERMlT  IS  COMPLETE  AND  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  BY  KNOWLEDGE  AND  BELIEF. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANY  FALSE  STATEMENT  HEREIN  MAY  SUBJECT  ME  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  II  U.S.C.  1001. 


UNC  Jfim  MM/ 

/A* _ 


DATE 

6/2/76 
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Director,  USF&WS 
Law  Enforcement,  USD! 

Washington,  DC  20240. 

Dear  Sir:  Enclosed  Is  a  permit  applica¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  paragraph  17.22 
Title  50  CFR  for  the  purchase  In  Interstate 
commerce  and  transport  of  one  captive  born 
female  ruffed  lemur  ( Varecia  variegatus) 
from  the  San  Diego  Zoo,  San  Diego,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

The  following  is  the  information  required 
by  paragraph  17.22: 

1.  One  captive  born  female  ruffed  lemur 
( Varecia  variegatus)  born  at  the  San  Diego 
Zoo  1  May  1974.  (See  attachment.)  To  be 
purchased  in  Interstate  commerce  and  trans¬ 
ported  from  the  San  Diego  Zoo  to  the  San 
Antonio  Zoo  as  a  mate  for  our  male  ruffed 
lemur. 

2.  The  animal  was  born  at  the  San  Diego 
Zoo  on  1  May  1974  and  Is  still  a  resident 
there. 

3.  This  application  is  for  a  captive  born 
animal  and  will  result  In  no  death  or  re¬ 
moval  of  an  animal  from  the  wild. 

4.  Animal  was  born  at  the  San  Diego  Zoo, 
San  Diego,  California,  USA. 

5.  The  animal  will  be  displayed  and  main¬ 
tained  at  the  San  Antonio  Zoological  Gar¬ 
dens  &  Aquarium,  3903  N.  St.  Mary’s  Street, 
San  Antonio,  Texas  78212. 

6(1)  It  will  be  housed  In  the  monkey 
house  with  the  other  small  primates.  The 
outside  cage  dimensions  are  8  feet  wide,  10 
feet  high  and  16  feet  deep.  Several  resting 
and  climbing  boards  are  In  the  cage  plus 
several  tree  limbs.  The  outside  cage  con¬ 
nects  to  a  cage  inside  the  monkey  house  by 
a  guillotine  door.  The  Inner  cage  is  6  feet 
wide,  7  feet  high  and  8  feet  deep.  It  also 
contains  resting  boards  and  a  nesting  box. 
See  attached  photographs  of  ruffed  lemur 
cage  and  diagram  of  monkey  house. 

6.  (11)  The  zoo  director,  assistant  director 
and  superintendent  of  mammals  each  has 
over  20  years  experience  in  the  management, 
care  and  handling  of  wild  animals  In  cap¬ 
tivity.  The  supervisor  of  the  primates  has  4 
years  experience.  There  is  a  fulltime  resident 
veterinarian  plus  4  health  center  attendants 
and  24  animal  attendants  in  the  mammal 
department.  Ruffed  lemurs  have  been  main¬ 
tained  and  exhibited  in  San  Antonio  Zoo 
since  10  November  1970  when  a  pair  was 
received.  In  addition,  a  colony  of  ring-tailed 
lemurs  has  been  maintained  continuously 
since  1963,  and  offspring  have  been  produced. 
The  ruffed  lemur  pair  had  been  observed 
mating,  but  no  offspring  were  produced  prior 
to  the  death  of  the  female  on  8  May  1974.  The 
zoo  staff  has  also  had  experience  In  main¬ 
taining  dwarf  galago,  Senegal  bushbables, 
slow  lorls,  potto,  squirrel  monkey,  woolly 
monkey,  red  uakarl,  spider  monkey,  common 
marmoset,  golden  Hon  marmoset,  white- 
fronted  marmoset,  cotton- top  tamarln,  Geof- 
fory's  tamarln,  douc  langur,  gelada  baboon, 
yellow  baboon.  Guinea  baboon,  Hamadryas 
baboon,  capuchin  monkey,  black  and  white 


colobus,  drill,  mandrill,  Celebes  crested  mac¬ 
aque,  rhesus  monkey,  lion-tailed  macaque, 
sooty  mangabey,  grey-cheeked  mangabey, 
De Brazza's  monkey,  diana  monkey,  mona 
monkey,  moustached  monkey,  owl  monkey, 
hairy  Saki  monkey,  chimpanzee,  orangutan 
and  gorilla.  Of  these  species,  the  slow  lorls, 
squirrel  monkey,  golden  lion  marmoset,  gel¬ 
ada  baboon,  yellow  baboon,  Guinea  babodn, 
black  and  whit*  colobus.  drill,  Celebes  crested 
macaque,  sooty  mangabey  and  grey-cheeked 
mangabey  have  been  propagated  in  the 
collection. 

6.  (ill)  The  San  Antonio  Zoo  will  partici¬ 
pate  in  cooperative  breeding  programs  and 
in  the  maintenance  of  studbooks.  A  number 
of  its  animals  are  now  on  loan  to  other  zoos 
for  breeding  programs,  and  several  specimens 
are  maintained  on  loan  from  other  zoos  for 
purposes  of  captive  propagation.  The  zoo 
currently  contributes  information  to  stud¬ 
books  on  the  maned  wolf,  white  rhino,  black 
rhino,  clouded  leopard,  snow  leopard,  tiger, 
gorilla.  Pere  David  deer,  pygmy  hippo, 
scimitar-horned  oryx,  addax,  red  wolf  and 
golden  lion  marmoset.  Zoo  personnel  are 
well-versed  on  the  format  and  procedures 
used  in  these  important  records. 

6.  (lv)  The  shipping  crate  will  exceed  the 
minimum  standards  required  by  the  Inter¬ 
national  Air  Transport  Association  (IATA). 
Feeding  and  watering  facilities  will  be  built 
into  the  crates.  » 

6.  (v)  The  only  death  of  a  ruffed  lemur  In 
the  past  five  years  has  been  the  female  which 
died  on  3  May  1974.  This  is  the  animal  which 
we  are  seeking  to  replace.  The  female  that 
died  had  been  In  the  collection  since  10 
November  1970.  Gross  examination  upon  the 
death  of  the  animal  revealed  some  heart  con¬ 
gestion  and  inflammation  in  the  intestinal 
tract.  Cultures  from  the  Intestine  were  sub¬ 
mitted  to  a  pathology  laboratory,  but  no 
enteric  pathogens  were  found.  A  copy  of  the 
necropsy  report  is  attached. 

7.  Copies  of  the  correspondence  between 
the  San  Diego  Zoo  and  the  San  Antonio  Zoo 
regarding  the  availability  of  the  female  ruffed 
lemur  are  included  as  attachments. 

8(1)  The  activity  sought  to  be  authorized 
by  the  permit  is  the  purchase  in  interstate 
commerce  and  transport  from  the  San  Diego 
Zoo  to  the  San  Antonio  Zoo  one  female  cap¬ 
tive  born  ruffed  lemur.  The  purpose  of  the 
acquisition  of  this  animal  is  to  provide  a 
mate  for  our  male  ruffed  lemur.  The  ultimate 
goal  Is  the  captive  propagation  of  the  species. 

8(11)  The  animal  will  be  shipped  from 
San  Diego,  California  to  San  Antonio,  Texas, 
via  commercial  airline. 

8(111)  This  permit  application  is  submitted 
In  order  to  obtain  a  female  ruffed  lemur  for 
the  express  purpose  of  captive  propagation  of 
the  species.  It  would  provide  a  mate  for  our 
lone  male  ruffed  lemur. 

8(iv)  The  wildlife  will  be  maintained  at 
the  San  Antonio  Zoo  in  a  breeding  program 
for  the  remainder  of  its  natural  life.  Any  off¬ 
spring  produced  as  a  result  of  our  breeding 
program  would  be  used  for  continued  propa¬ 


gation  of  the  species  either  at  this  zoo  or  to 
enhance  the  breeding  potential  of  other  zoos. 
In  the  event  of  the  death  of  the  animal  cov¬ 
ered  by  this  permit,  the  carcass  would  be 
preserved  and  made  available  as  a  scientific 
specimen  in  accordance  with  existing  federal 
regulations. 

Sincerely, 

Loins  R.  Disabato. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Office 
Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  This 
application  has  been  assigned  Pile  Num¬ 
ber  PRT  2-244-07;  please  refer  to  this 
number  when  submitting  comments.  All 
relevant  comments  received  on  or  before 
August  16,  1976,  will  be  considered. 

Dated:  July  13.  1976. 

C.  R.  Bavin, 

Chief,  Division  of  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-20614  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


MARINE  MAMMAL  PERMIT 
Issuance  of  Permit 

On  April  13,  1976,  a  notice  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (Vol.  41, 
No.  72)  that  an  application  had  been  filed 
with  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  by 
Dr.  Donald  B.  Siniff,  University  of  Minne¬ 
sota,  St.  Paul,  Minnesota  55108,  for  a 
permit  to  conduct  activities  with  Sea  ot¬ 
ters  ( Enhydra  lutris)  for  the  purpose  of 
scientific  research. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  July  12, 
1976,  as  authorized  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of 
1972  (16  U.S.C.  1361-1407) ,  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  issued  a  permit  to  Uni¬ 
versity  of  Minnesota,  subject  to  certain 
conditions  set  forth  therein.  The  permit 
is  available  for  public  inspection  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612 
K  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated:  July  13, 1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 
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FEDERAL  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  PERMIT 


Donald  B.  Siniff 
310  iVfit'pr 

adversity  of  Kimesota 
Bt,  Paul,  Minnesota  55101 


I,  MAMC  ANO  TITLE  OF  PRINCIPAL  OFFICER  (H 


.PKT  9-19-C 

«.  renewable  Ts.  mat  copy 
Ovm  *□»£* 

JO  HO  Q  NO 

(.  EFFECTIVL  7.  EXPIRES 


HAY  1  9  1975 


5/15/76 


t.  TYPE  OF  PERMIT 


Marine  MebdqI 


IE  LOCATION  where  AUTHORIZED  activity  may  be 

CONCUCTEO 

Prinoo  Killian  Sand,  ftachitk*  Island,  Alaska,  and  the  Pacific  coastal 
waters  fron  Santa  Cruz  to  Pt*  aoon  in  the  State  of  California. 

II.  CONDITIONS  ANO  AUTHORIZATIONS 

A.  GENERAL  CONDITIONS  SET  OUT  IN  SuBPAHT  OOF  SO  CFR  U.  ANC  SPEC  I  PIC  CONDITIONS  CONTAINCO  IN  FEDERAL  REGULA- 
TIONS  CITED  IN  SLOCK  A2  ABOVE,  ARE  HERESY  MADE  A  PART  OF  THIS  PERMIT.  ALL  ACTIVITIES  AUTHOR!  2  EO  HEREIN  MUST 
•E  CARRIED  OUT  IN  ACCORD  WITH  AND  FOR  THE  PURPOSES  OESCRISEC  IN  THE  APPLICATION  SUBMITTED.  CONTINUED 
VALIOITV.  OR  RENEWAL.  OF  THIS  PERMIT  IS  SUBJECT  TO  COMPLETE  ANO  TIMELY  COMPLIANCE  WITH  ALL  APPLICABLE 
CONDITIONS,  INCLUOINS  THE  FILING  OF  ALL  REQUIREO  INFORMATION  ANO  REPORTS. 

*.  YMC  VALIDITY  OF  THIS  PERMIT  IS  ALSO  COMOITIONEO  UPON  STRICT  OBSERVANCE  OF  ALL  APPLICABLE  fOREICM,  STATE, 
LOCAL  OR  OTHER  FEDERAL  LAW. 

e,  valid  for  use  by  permittee  NAMEo  abovc  and  ooncumat  authority  is  granted  to  John  R. 
Tester,  310  EioSdsnoa  Oentcr,  University  of  .'Umv>3ota,  St.  Paul,  llinneoota,  and  any 
person  who  la  designated  in  writing  by  the  pcmittoe. 

D.  Authorized  to  Centura,  hold,  naxfc  with  dye,  transport,  anesthetize,  anl  attach 
telecetry  equiijuent  to  no  sores  than  25  sea  otters,  71m  studies  are  to  be  oanductel 
in  conjunction  with  Fish  and  Vdldlife  Servioo  soa  otter  studies  in  California  arvi 
Alaska;  Cages  and  farnlltirs  for  holding  tne  sen  otters  after  tha  initial  obsar-_ 
'ration  period  shall  be  detemined  by  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  to  be  aduruate  far 

£•  Authorized  to  possess  carcasses  of  any  sea  otters  killed  accidentally  or  found 
dead  of  natural  causes.  These  carcasses  a! tall  Le  retained  and  used  far  scientific 
purposes.  The  Director  (FWS/l£)  shall  roocrucnd  disposition  of  any  surplus  remains, 

j  _  r  y 

I  DC  ADDITIONAL- CONDITIONS  AMO  AUTHORI2ATIO(tt  OH  REVERSE  ALSO  APPLY 

I  12.  REPORTING  REQUIREMENTS  _  -  ..  ..... 

A  report  of  tha  activities  contacted  hereunder  shall  bo  Bade  to 
the  Director  {FWS/LE} ,  P.O.  tex  13133,  Washington,  D.  C.  20036,  within  60  days  of  tac- 
I  pj nation  of  the  study  or  expiration  data  of  the  permit. 


Y/tSSnEl^r-  ihirf.  nivislcn  of  law  Enforo 


i  -  '  '  I  F-  Total  mortality  in  Alaska  and  California 

s-jbi  not  to  exceed  10  per  year.  No  more  than  two 

_ nntt  (2)  mortalities  shall  be  permitted  to  occur  In 

2.  authority  .statutes  the  course  of  research  on  the  California  pop- 

16  BSC  1371 U)  (1)  ulatlon.  Should  such  mortalities  occur,  re- 

*  ^  search  activities  shall  be  terminated  pending 

cool  tions.  (a h.cw;  determination  by  the  Director  as  to  the  con- 

50  cfr  18  31  tlnued  conduct  of  such  research. 

- ! _  Q.  The  procedures  of  telemetry  attach - 

s.  number  ment  and  color  marking  shall  be  proven  re¬ 

liable  in  Alaska  before  the  same  techniques 
PKT  9-13-C  are  aPPlied  to  California  sea  otter  popula¬ 

tions. 

..  renewable  s.  may  copy  H.  This  permit  must  be  In  the  possession 

O  ves  jr  ]  ves  of  the  person  to  whom  it  Is  issued,  while  the 

jq  ho  D  ho  sea  otters  are  In  the  possession  of  such  per- 

4.  effective  7.  exfires  son  or  agent. 

uiflY  1  9  1Q7«;  !•  A  duplicate  copy  of  this  permit  must  be 

m  1  1  5/15/76  attached  to  the  container  In  which  the  sea 

~  otters  are  placed  for  purposes  of  storage, 

supervision  or  care. 

_  _  _  J.  The  contalner/cage  In  which  the  sea  ot¬ 
ters  are  transported  must  be  plainly  marked, 
mi  the  Padfic  iymyt.-iI  labeled  or  tagged,  Indicating  the  names  and 

ae  of  California.  addresses  of  the  shipper  and  consignee  and 

- an  accurate  statement  describing  the  con¬ 
tents  by  number  and  kinds. 

tionicohtaihfo  w  federal  regulv  k.  Permittee  and  written  designees  must 

.L  ACTIVITIES  AUTHORIZED  MEREIH  MUST  ° 

’plication  submitted,  comtinueo  have  a  copy  of  this  permit  in  their  possession 

COMPLIANCE  WITH  ALL  APPLICABLE  ",  ‘  ....,  ' _ ,  . 

its.  while  conducting  the  activities  authorized. 

OF  all  applicable  loRPicH.  jtate.  L.  The  sea  otters  are  to  be  released  at  the 

sites  where  taken  as  soon  as  possible  after 
V  is  granted  to  John  R.  dyeing  and/or  telemetry  attachment  Is  c om¬ 

it-  Paul,  Minnesota,  and  any  pleted. 

M.  The  U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service  of- 
:r  anesthetize,  anl  attach  flees  in  Anchorage  and  Sacramento  (see  ad- 

ituiic-3  are  to  be  contacted  dresses  below)  must  be  notified  seven  days 

itniltis  in  California  arvi  before  commencing  the  permitted  activities. 

after  tlie  toitiai  oosor-.  The  escape,  loss,  theft,  or  death  of  sea  otters 

c  Service  to  to  aurviate  for 

*  related  to  the  permitted  activities  or  any  sea 

otters  found  dead  of  other  causes  shall  be 
i  1f»t  accidentally  or  found  reported  within  24  hours  to  the  same  offices. 

specui  Agent  *  charge- us- pish  and  wud- 
T  1  life  Service,  814  D  Street,  Anchorage,  AK 

99501  (Phone:  907-266-4806). 

_ _ _ _ _  Special  Agent  In  Charge,  US.  Pish  and  Wild¬ 
life  Service.  2800  Cottage  Way,  Koran  Ho. 
^ M^a  fc°  2911,  Sacramento,  CA  95828  (Phone:  916- 

20036,  within  60  days  of  ter-  484^748) 

-  oatuav  g  a -  N.  Maintain  records  as  required  In  60 

PRfamMMRV  flWr  1  8  1975  CFR  13.46. 

« u.*.  GwwnwHiit  PiiniiR*  ookc.  mm •  M4-W*  [PB  Doc.76-20616  Piled  7-16-76;8:45  amj 
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MARINE  MAMMAL  PERMIT 

Receipt  of  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  application  for  a  permit  has  been 


received  under  the  Marine  Mammal  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1972  (16  UJ3.C.  1361-1407) . 

Applicant:  Vancouver  Public  Aquarium, 
P.O.  Box  3232.  Vancouver.  B.C.,  Canada  V6B 
3X8. 

Ous  NO.  42-R1670 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
|.S;  FISH  AIN  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

FEDERAL  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
UCENSE/PERMIT  APPLICATION 


Vancouver  Public  Aquarium 
P.O.  Box  3232 
Vancouver,  B.C.  V6B  3x8 


4  IF  ”  APPLICANT*'  «  AN  INDIVIDUAL.  COMPLETE  THE  FOLLOWING: 


□  mr.  Gmrs.  Qmki  □  MS. 


OATS  OF  GIRTH 


PMONt  NUMGER  NHERE  DEPLOYED 

___ 


COLOR  HAIR  I  COLOR  EYES 


SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER 


6.  LOCATION  WHRRE  PROPOJEO  ACTIVITY  IS  TO  BE  CONDUCTED 

State  of  California,  exact 
location  to  be  specified  by 
California  Dept,  of  Fish  and 
Game.  Most  probably 
Monterey  Peninsula. 


I.  APPLICATION  POP  (1*4 ic.le  9*lf  tm», 


□ 


IMPORT  OR  EXPORT  LICENSE 


a- 


Collect  5  sea  otters 
(Ehydra  lutris)  for  public  and 
educational  display  in  the 
Vancouver  Public  Aquarium, 
Stanley  Park,  Vancouver,  B.C. 
Canada 


3.  IP  ••APPLICANT  -  is  a  BUSINESS.  CORPORATION.  PjBLtfc  AGENCY. 
ON  INSTITUTION.  COMPLETE  THE  FOLLOWING: 


EXPLAIN  TY^E  OR  KINO  OF  BUSINESS.  AGENCY.  OR  INSTITUTION 

Vancouver  Public  Aquarium  is  a 
private,  non-profit  association 
dedicated  to  the  exhibition  of 
living  aquatic  organisms  for 
public  recreational  and 
educational  purposes. 


NAME.  TITLE.  AND  PHONE  NUMBER  OF  PRESIOENT,  PRINCIPAL 
OFFICER.  DIRECTOR.  ETC. 

K.  Gilbey  Hewlett,  Curator 

-MSfc336?U« 

INCORPORATED 


I  CORPORATION.  INDICATE  STATE  IN  WW|CN 


7.  OO  YOU  NOLO  AN V  CIJRPF.NTLT  valid  federal  F»»1  ANO 

WILOLIFE  LICENSE  OP  BlIWiT’  Q  YES  jQ  NO  £0V  U 

(It  /•(,  h»t  he a*  perm if  n  imhmrtj 


%.  IF  REQUIREO  BY  Any  STATE  OR  FOREIGN  GOVERNMENT.  OO  YOU 
HAVE  THEIR  APPROVAL  TO  CONOUCT  THE  ACTIVITY  YOU 
PROPOSE?  H  rES  C]  NO 

(If  hat  j»eis4icti**a  m*4  type  oi  4*< 


Not  required 


PA 


10.  OCSiREO  EFFECTIVE 

DATE 

Sept.  1976 


II.  DURATION  NEEDED 

6  months 


IE  ATTACHMENTS.  THE  SPECIFIC  INEOFWiATlON  REQUIREO  FOR  THE  TYPE  OF  LICENSE/PERMIT  REOuESTEO  (See  SO  CF*  #7.1  JfSW  MUST  BE 
ATTACMEO.  IT  CONSTITUTES  AN  INTEGRAL  PART  OF  THIS  APPLICATION.  LIST  SECTIONS  OF  DO  CFH  UNDER  WHICH  AT  T  ACHMENTS  ARC 
PROViOEO. 


CERTIFICATION 


I  HERESY  CERTIFY  THAT  I  HAVE  READ  AMO  AM  FAMILIAR  WITH  THE  PECULATIONS  CONTAINED  IN  TITLE  M.  PART  I J.  OF  THE  CODE  OF  FEDERAL 
REGULATIONS  ANO  THE  OTHER  APPLICABLE  PARTS  IN  ’.U8CHAPTER  B  OF  CHAPTER  I  OF  TITLE  S».  ANO  I  FURTHER  CERTIFY  THAT  THE  INFOR¬ 
MATION  SUBMITTED  IN  THIS  APPUCATTON  FOR  A  UCENSE/PERMIT  IS  COMPLETE  ANO  ACCURATE  TO  THE  BEST  OF  MT  KNOWLEDGE  AND  BELIEF. 

I  UNDERSTAND  THAT  ANJ.FALKJSTATEW 

NCNATUHC  ((• 


l  MAJ/V1RJECT  me  TO  THE  CRIMINAL  PENALTIES  OF  It  U.S.C  1001. 


Purpose:  The  purpose  for  requesting  ma¬ 
rine  mammals  Is  for  public  display  to  provide 
the  general  public  the  opportunity  to  ob¬ 
serve  and  enjoy  living  marine  specimens 
through  Interpretive  educational  and  scien¬ 
tific  biological  exhibits. 

Date:  Dates  requested  for  permit  validity: 
September  1,  1976  through  January  31,  1977. 
Probable  collecting  period,  Sptember  1,  1976 
through  November  30.  1976. 

Location;  State  of  California.  Exact  col¬ 
lecting  location  to  be  designated  by  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Department  of  Pish  and  Game.  Prob¬ 
able  location:  Monterey  Peninsula  area. 

Manner  of  taking:  S.C.U.B.A.  held,  surface- 
capture  device.  Proved  successful  In  approxi¬ 
mately  39  sea  otter  captures  to  date  by  Cali¬ 
fornia  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  per¬ 
sonnel  with  no  Incidence  of  Injury  or  undue 
stress  to  the  animals.  No  sedative  drugs  will 
be  used. 


Description  of  animals  to  be  taken:  Five 
sea  otters  (Enhydra  lutris).  Age:  Sub-adult, 
approximately  1  Vi  to  3  years.  Size:  Approxi¬ 
mately  25  to  40  pounds.  Sex:  One  (1)  male; 
four  (4)  females. 

Condition  of  animals:  Nursing  animals  will 
not  be  taken.  Pregnant  animals  will  not  be 
intentionally  taken. 

Population  stock:  The  status  of  the  Cal¬ 
ifornia  population  of  the  sea  otter  Is  strictly 
monitored  and  managed  by  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  and  the  California  De¬ 
partment  of  Fish  and  Game.  Research  and 
mnltortng  activities  are  designed  to  collect 
data  needed  to  manage  the  population  at  a 
desirable  and  stable  level.  The  presently  es¬ 
timated  number  of  sea  otters  In  the  Califor¬ 
nia  population  Is  *1,600  to  1,800  animals. 

Manner  of  transportation:  Surface  truck 
and  air  carrier.  Approximate  length  of  time 
for  capture  and  transport  will  be  8  to  15 
hours,  as  follows: 


N  Hours 

Capture  time  required -  3  to  8 

Surface  transit  from  capture  site  to 

air  terminal -  1  to  2 

Flight  time . . - . .  3  to  5 

Surface  transit  from  Vancouver  In¬ 
ternational  Airport  to  the  Van¬ 
couver  Public  Aquarium - - - Vi  to  1 


Care  and  maintenance  during  transit: 
Standard  airline  dog  cages  set  In  a  solid  plas¬ 
tic  tray  to  facilitate  easy  cleaning  of  the 
animals  and  making  handling  of  the  animals 
unnecessary.  Special  attention  will  be  given 
to  the  cleanliness  and  temperature  during 
transit.  » 

Cage  size:  36"  x  24"  x  24”.  Open  mesh 
type. 

Applicant’s  qualifications:  The  Van¬ 
couver  Public  Aquarium  has  been  ac¬ 
tively  involved  with  the  capture  and 
display  of  live  aquatic  animals  for  20 
years.  Five  full  time  biologists  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  an  additional  5  staff  members 
trained  in  the  care  and  handling  of 
marine  mammals. 

Marine  mammals  presently  held  and 
length  of  tenure  are:  2  Orcinus  orca,  » 
No.  of  years  at  aquarium,  female,  9  years, 
male,  7  years.  1  Delphinapterus  leucas, 
male,  9  years.  2  Callorhinus  Ur  sinus,  male. 

12  years,  juvenile  male,  18  months.  1 
Enhydra  lutris,  male,  7  years.  6  Phoca 
vitulina,  5  males,  1  female,  2  to  4  years. 

The  Vancouver  Public  Aquarium  is  the 
only  public  aquarium  in  North  America 
which  has  met  the  standards  set  ou^  by 
the  American  Association  of  Zoological 
Parks  fc  Aquariums  and  has  been  ac¬ 
credited  by  the  AAZPA  Accreditation 
Committee. 

Vancouver  Public  Aquarium  staff  have 
had  experience  in  the  handling  and 
transport  of  wild  sea  otters  as  a  number 
of  staff  members  assisted  in  two  sea  otter 
transplant  operations.  These  involved  the 
capture  of  live  sea  otters  from  Alaskan 
waters,  transport  by  air  to  Quatsino 
Sound  and  their  release  at  predeter¬ 
mined  sites. 

Not  applicable. 

Not  applicable. 

Use  of  Display:  The  requested  sea 
otters  will  be  used  for  public  display  de¬ 
signed  to  illustrate  the  uniqueness  of  this 
particular  marine  mammal.  Public  view¬ 
ing  offers  above  and  underwater  view¬ 
ing  of  the  live  animals  plus  large  attrac¬ 
tive  and  permanent  graphic  exhibits 
which  explain  accurately  the  sea  otter’s 
natural  history  and  its  historical  asso¬ 
ciation  with  man. 

Trained  guides  working  within  the 
Aquarium  will  be  giving  periodic  “mini- 
lectures"  to  visitors  as  they  view  the  ani¬ 
mals.  The  guides  are  university  trained 
individuals  who  have  in  addition  com¬ 
pleted  an  intensive  three-week  training 
course  in  marine  biology  with  emphasis 
on  aquarium-held  specimens. 

Location  of  Display:  Semi-detached, 
self-contained  outdoor  facility.  (For  de¬ 
tails,  see  attached  Newsletter  Vol.  XVII. 
No.  2,  page  6.  Since  the  time  of  writing, 
diatomaceous  earth  filter  has  been  re¬ 
placed  with  two  pressure  sand  filters  as 
this  latter  filtration  method  was  felt  to 
be  superior  for  fur  maintenance.) 

Additional  holding  pens  have  been  con¬ 
structed  In  the  Aquarium’s  off-dlsplay  re¬ 
search  area.  The  pens  will  be  used  to 
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acclimate  newly  arrived  animals  and 
provide  professional  and  veterinary  staff 
an  opportunity  to  observe  the  animals 
and  monitor  their  food  Intake  prior  to 
being  placed  on  public  display. 

Display  Times:  During  the  Aquarium’s 
regular  hours  ot  business.  Winter:  everyday 
10:00  am.  to  6:00  pm.  Summer:  everyday 
9 :00  am.  to  9:00  pm. 

Institution  Status:  Hie  Vancouver  Public 
Aquarium  Is  a  private,  non-profit  association 
which  is  entirely  self-supporting. 

Attendance:  Annual  attendance  at  the 
Vancouver  Public  Aquarium  in  1975  was 
720,221  individuals.  (For  details,  see  page  12, 
Annual  Report  of  the  Vancouver  Public 
Aquarium.) 

Educational  Value:  Hie  sea  otter  display 
Is  an  Integral  part  of  a  marine  mammal  edu¬ 
cation  program  designed  specifically  for  sen¬ 
ior  high  school  students.  See  Annual  Report 
of  the  Vancouver  Public  Aquarium,  p.  17. 
See  Vancouver  Aquarium  Education  Pro¬ 
grams,  1975-76  “Marine  Mammals  12.”  See 
Vancouver  Aquarium  Education  Programs, 
1974-75  “Marine  Mammals  10,  11,  12.” 

Description  of  Institution:  For  a  complete 
description  of  the  Vancouver  Public  Aquar¬ 
ium  and  Its  activities.  See  Annual  Report  of 
the  Vancouver  Public  Aquarium.  See  Re¬ 
search  1966-1974. 

Documents  and  other  information  sub¬ 
mitted  in  connection  with  this  applica¬ 
tion  are  available  for  public  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
Service’s  office  in  Suite  600, 1612  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on 
this  application  by  submitting  written 
data,  views,  or  arguments,  preferably  in 
triplicate,  to  the  Director  (FWS/LE), 
U.S.  Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Office 


Clarksdale,  Mississippi,  to  provide  grain 
inspection  services  at  Greenville,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  effective  September  1,  1076. 

Other  interested  persons  are  hereby 
given  opportunity  to  make  application 
for  designation  to  operate  as  an  official 
inspection  agency  at  Clarksdale,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  pursuant  to  the  requirements  in 
§  26.96  of  the  regulations  (7  CFR  26.96) 
under  the  U.S.  Grain  Standards  Act. 

Note. — Section  7(f)  of  the  Act  (7  UJ3.C. 
79(f) )  generally  provides  that  not  more  than 
on©'  Inspection  agency  shall  be  operative  at 
any  one  time  for  any  one  city,  town,  or  other 
area. 

Any  interested  persons  who  wish  to 
submit  views  and  comments  are  re¬ 
quested  to  include  the  name  of  the  per¬ 
son  or  agency  which  they  recommend  to 
be  designated  to  operate  as  an  official 
inpection  agency  at  Clarksdale,  Missis¬ 
sippi. 

All  such  views  and  comments  should 
be  submitted  in  writing  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  All  materials 
submitted  should  be  in  duplicate  and 
mailed  to  the  Hearing  Clerk  no  later 
than  August  16,  1976.  All  materials  sub¬ 
mitted  pursuant  to  this  notice  will  be 
made  available  for  public  inspection  at 
the  Office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk  during 
regular  business  hours  (7  CFR  1.27(b)). 
Consideration  will  be  given  to  the  views 
and  comments  so  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk  and  to  all  other  information  avail¬ 
able  to  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  before  final  determination  is  made 
with  respect  to  this  matter. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  12, 


Box  19183,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  This 
application  has  been  assigned  Pile  Num—~  1976. 
ber  PRT  2-263-11;  please  refer  to  this  Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 

number  when  submitting  comments.  All  Administrator. 

relevant  comments  received  on  or  before  [fr  Doc.76-20605; Filed  7-15-76:8:45  a.m.] 
August  16,  1976,  will  be  considered.  _ 


Dated:  July  13,  1976. 

Loren  K.  Parcher, 
Acting  Chief,  Division  of  Law 
Enforcement,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-20615  Filed  7-1 6-76; 8: 45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
GRAIN  STANDARDS 
Mississippi  Grain  Inspection  Point 

Statement  of  Considerations.  The 
Woodson-Ten ent  Laboratories,  Clarks¬ 
dale,  Mississippi,  has  requested  that, 
effective  September  1,  1976,  its  designa¬ 
tion  under  section  7(f)  of  the  U.S.  Grain 
Standards  Act  (7  U.S.C.  79(f))  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  an  official  Inspection  agency  at 
Clarksdale,  Mississippi,  be  canceled  be¬ 
cause  they  are  unable  to  recover  the 
cost  of  providing  the  service  due  to  the 
low  volume  of  inspections.  Accordingly, 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  pro¬ 
poses  to  caned  the  designation  of  Wood- 
son-Tenent  Laboratories  to  operate  as 
an  official  inspection  agency  at  Clarks¬ 
dale. 

The  State  of  Mississippi  proposes  to 
station  a  licensed  grain  sampler  at 


GRAIN  STANDARDS 
North  Dakota  Grain  Inspection  Point 

Statement  of  considerations.  On  May 
26,  1976,  there  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FR  21496)  a  notice 
announcing  a  request  by  Minot  Grain  In¬ 
spection,  Inc.,  Minot,  North  Dakota,  that 
its  assignment  at  Williston,  North 
Dakota,  as  a  designated  inspection  point 
be  revoked,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  26.99  of  the  regulations  (7 
CFR  26.99)  issued  under  the  U.S.  Grain 
Standards  Act  (7  U.S.C.  71  et  seq.).  The 
request  was  made  because  there  is  no 
longer  sufficient  volume  of  inspections  to 
justify  the  continued  stationing  of  a 
licensed  inspector  at  Williston,  North 
Dakota.  Interested  persons  were  given 
until  June  25,  1976,  to  submit  written 
views  and  comments  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  revocation. 

No  comments  were  received  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  May  26,  1976,  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Therefore,  the  assign¬ 
ment  of  Williston,  North  Dakota,  as  a 
designated  inspection  point  Is  revoked 
without  prejudice  to  the  Minot  Grain  In¬ 
spection,  Inc.  Minot  Grain  Inspection. 
Inc.,  will  provide  official  sampling  serv¬ 
ices  at  Williston,  North  Dakota,  and  offi¬ 


cial  Inspection  service  at  Minot,  North 
Dakota. 

(Sec.  7,  39  Stat.  482,  as  amended  82  Stat.  764; 

7  US.C.  79(f);  87  FR  28464  and  28476.) 

Effective  date:  This  notice  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  July  16,  1976. 

Done  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  12, 
1976. 

Donald  E.  Wilkinson, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.  76-20606  Filed  7-15-76;  8f45  am. ] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 
[PPQ  6391  . 

SOIL  SAMPLES 

List  of  Approved  Laboratories  for  Receipt 

The  purpose  of  this  document  Is  to 
revise  the  list  of  laboratories  approved 
to  receive  shipments  of  soil  samples  for 
analysis. 

This  document  lists  certain  labora¬ 
tories  as  indicated  herein  which  are  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Deputy  Administrator  for 
receipt  in  interstate  commerce  of  soil 
samples  for  processing,  testing,  or  analy¬ 
sis  pursuant  to  sections  301.48-3,  301.80- 
3,  301.81-3,  301.85-3,  of  the  Japanese 
beetle,  witch  weed,  imported  fire  ant,  and 
golden  nematode  regulations  (7  CFR 
301.48-3,  301.80-3,  301.81-3,  301.85-3). 

Also,  in  connection  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  movement  into  or 
through  the  United  States  of  soil  from 
foreign  countries  or  Territories  or  pos- 
sessions  of  the  United  States  (7  CFR 
330.300  et  seq.),  this  document  lists  cer¬ 
tain  laboratories  as  indicated  herein 
which  the  Deputy  Administrator  has  ap¬ 
proved  for  receipt,  under  permit,  of  soil 
samples  for  research  or  analytical  pur¬ 
poses  in  accordance  with  safeguards  and 
other  conditions  specified  in  the  permits. 
The  list  reads  as  follows: 

Laboratory  and  Address 
A 

A  &  H  Corp.,  Consulting  Engineers,  Carbon- 

dale,  IL 

A  &  H  Corp.,  Consulting  Engineers,  Cham¬ 
paign.  n. 

A  &  H  Corp.,  Consulting  Engineers,  Chicago, 
IL 

A  &  H  Corp.,  Consulting  Engineers,  Peoria, 
IL 

A  &  H  Engineering  Corp.,  Springfield,  IL 
A  &  L  Laboratory,  Memphis,  TN»  (6-80-79) 
A  &  L  Midwest  Agriculture  Laboratory,  Inc., 
Omaha,  NE  *  (2-28-78) 

Abbott  Laboratories,  North  Chicago,  IL s  (6- 
30-76)’ 

Ackenheil,  A.  C.,  &  Associates,  Inc.,  Nitro,  WV 
Ackenhell,  A.  C.,  &  Associates,  Inc.,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  PA 

Agrlco  Chemical  Co.,  Washington  Court¬ 
house,  OH 

Agricultural  Environmental  Systems,  Inc., 
Raleigh.  NC»  (6-30-81) 

Agricultural  Service  Laboratories,  Pharr,  TX  * 
(6-80-77) 

Agricultural  Technical  Service  (ATS),  Bak¬ 
ersfield,  CA  *  (6-81-79) 

Agrimanagement,  Yakima,  WA 

Alfred  Agricultural  and  Technical  Institute, 


*  See  footnotes  at  end  of  document. 
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State  University  of  New  York,  Department 
of  Agronomy,  Alfred,  NY  *  (&— 30— Y6) 

Allied  Chemical  Corp„  Morristown,  NJ 
Alum-A-Therm,  Westminster,  CA 
Ambrlc  Testing  A  Engineering  Associates, 
Inc.,  Testing  Laboratories,  Arlington,  VA 
Amchem  Products,  Inc.,  Ambler,  PA*  (6-30- 
76) 

American  Cyanamld  Co.,  Princeton,  NJ  *  (6- 

30- 80) 

American  OH  Co.,  Soli  Laboratories,  Holland. 
TX 

American  OH  Co.,  Soli  Testing  Laboratory, 
Yoder,  IN 

American  Testing  Engineering  Corporation, 
ATEC  Associates,  Inc.,  Indianapolis,  IN 
American  Testing  Institute,  San  Diego,  CA* 
(9-30-77) 

Ameron,  South  Gate,  CA 

Amoco,  Soil  Guide  Laboratory,  Rochelle,  GA 
Anaerobe  Laboratory,  Virginia  Polytechnic 
Institute  and  State  University,  Blacks¬ 
burg,  VA 

Analysis  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Metairie.  LA 
Analytical  Biochemistry  Laboratories,  Inc., 
Columbia,  MO 

Analytical  Development  Corp.,  Monument, 
CO*  (6-30-79) 

Analytical  Research  Labs.,  Inc.,  Monrovia, 
CA  »  (6-30-76) 

Anco  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  MO 
Anderson,  Bradley,  Dyess  &  Woods,  Inc.,  El 
Paso.  TX*  (6-30-76) 

Applied  Agricultural  Research,  Inc.,  Lake¬ 
land.  FL*  (6-30-77) 

Arizona  State  University.  Tempe,  AZ 
Arizona  State  University.  Department  of 
Anthropology,  Tempe,  AZ  *  (6-30-79) 
Arizona,  Testing  Laboratory,  Phoenix,  AZ 
Arizona,  University  of.  Department  of  Geo¬ 
sciences,  Tucson,  AZ  *  (6-30-80) 

Arizona,  University  of,  Department  of  Plant 
Pathology,  Tucson,  AZ*  (6-30-77) 

Arizona,  University  of.  Department  of  Soils, 
Water,  and  Engineering,  Tucson,  AZ  * 
(6-30-80) 

Arkansas,  University  of,  Experiment  Station, 
Fayetteville,  AR 

Arkansas,  University  of.  Rice  Experiment 
Station,  Stuttgart,  AR*  (6-30-76) 

Arkansas  Highway  Department,  Materials 
and  Testing  Laboratory,  Little  Rock,  AR 
Arkansas  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Fort  Smith,  AR 
Armac  Engineering,  Inc.,  Tampa,  FL*  (12- 

31- 77) 

Asphalt  Institute,  CoUege  Park,  MD*  (5-31- 
78) 

Asphalt  Technology,  Bellmawr,  NJ 
Astrotech,  Inc.,  Harrisburg,  PA 
Atkins  Farmlab,  Chico,  CA 
Atlanta  Testing  A  Engineering  Co.,  Norcross, 
GA*  (6-30-81) 

Auburn  university.  Soli  Testing  Laboratory. 
Auburn,  AL 

B 

Babcock,  Edward  S.  A  Sons,  Riverside,  CA 
Baker,  Michael,  Inc.,  Rochester.  PA 
Barbot,  D.  C.  A  Associates,  Inc.,  Florence,  8C 
Barrow -Agee  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Memphis, 
TN 1 

Battelle  Northwest  Laboratory,  Richland, 
WA  *  (4-30-78) 

B.  C.  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Bakersfield,  CA* 
(4-30-78) 

Bechtel  Corp.,  San  Francisco,  CA 
Beckman,  Inc.,  Mlcroblcs  Operations,  La 
Habra,  CA 

Belleville  Area  CoUege  Agricultural  Club 
(Dust  Kickers) ,  Belleville,  IL 
Benedict,  Bowman,  Craig  and  Moos,  Colum¬ 
bus,  OH 

Bethany  Laboratory  of  Uni-Royal  Chemical, 
Division  of  Unl-Royal,  Inc..  Bethany,  CT 
Biological  Testing  and  Research  Laboratory. 
Lindsay,  CA 

Blosphertcs,  Inc.,  Rockville,  MD  *  (12-81-77) 
Black,  Crow  and  Eldsness,  Inc,  Gainesville, 
FL*  (6-30-76) 


Boring  Soils  A  Testing  Co.,  Inc,  Harrisburg, 
PA 

Boswell,  J.  G,  Co,  Corcoran,  CA*  (6-30-76) 
Bowes  A  Associates,  Steamboat  Springs,  CO  * 
(6-30-76) 

Bowser-Morner  Testing  Laboratories,  Inc, 
Dayton,  OH 

Brandley,  Reinard  W„  Sacramento,  CA 
Braun  Engineering  Testing,  Minneapolis,  MN 
Braun,  Skaggs,  and  Kevorkian  Engineering, 
Inc,  Fresno,  CA 

Brigham  Young  University,  Department  of 
Anthropology  A  Archeology,  Provo,  UT  * 
(1-31-77) 

Bristol  Laboratories.  Syracuse,  NY 
-Broeman,  F.  C,  A  Co,  Cincinnati,  OH 
Brookhaven  National  Laboratory,  Safety  and 
Environmental  Protection  Division,  Upton, 
NY*  (4-30-78) 

Brookside  Farms  Laboratory  Association,  Inc, 
New  KnoxvUle,  OH*  (6-30-76) 

Brown  and  Root-Northrop  IRL,  Houston,  TX 
Brucker  A  Associates,  St.  Louis,  MO 

c 

CIBA-Gelgy  Corp,  Agriculture  Division, 
Greensboro,  NC*  (6-36-77) 

CPC  International,  Inc,  Argo,  IL 
California  Department  of  Food  A  Agriculture, 
Chemistry  Laboratories,  Sacramento.  CA 
California  Department  of  Public  Works,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Highways  Materials  and  Research, 
Sacramento,  CA 

California  State  Polytechnic  College,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Biological  Sciences,  Pomona,  CA* 
(6-30-77) 

California  Testing  Laboratories,  South  El 
Monte,  CA 

California,  University  of.  Agricultural  Ex¬ 
tension  Service,  Riverside,  CA 
California,  University  of.  Department  of  An¬ 
thropology,  Davis,  CA*  (6-30-77) 
California,  University  of  Department  of 

Botany,  Berkeley,  CA*  (6-36-76) 
California.  University  of.  Department  of 

Civil  Engineering,  Davis,  CA*  (6-30-77) 
California,  University  of.  Department  of 

Food  Science  A  Technology,  Davis,  CA* 
(6-30-77) 

California,  University  of.  Department  of 

Geography,  Berkeley,  CA*  (6-30-80) 
California,  University  of,  Department  of 

Near  Eastern  Studies,  Berkeley,  CA*  (5-31- 
78) 

California,  University  of  (Los  Angeles), 

Laboratory  of  Nuclear  Medicine  and  Radia¬ 
tion  Biology,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
California,  University  of  (Southern),  De¬ 
partment  of  Geological  Sciences,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  CA*  (6-30-77) 

California,  University  of.  School  of  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  Applied  Science,  Mechanics-Struc¬ 
tures  Department,  Los  Angeles,  CA* 
(6-30-76) 

California  State  College  San  Bernardino, 
Department  of  Biology,  San  Bernardino, 
CA*  (6-30-77) 

California  State  University,  School  of  Agri¬ 
cultural  Sciences,  Department  of  Plant 
Sciences,  Fresno,  CA  »  (6-30-77) 

Calspan  Corp.,  Buffalo,  NY 
Campbell  Institute  for  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search,  Cinnaminson,  NJ*  (6-30-77) 
Campbell  Institute  for  Agricultural  Research. 

Riverton,  NJ*  (6-30-79) 

Capozzoll,  Louis  J.,  A  Associates,  Inc.,  Baton 
Rouge,  LA 

Carpenter  Construction  Co.,  Inc.,  Virginia 
Beach.  VA 

Carpco,  Inc.,  Jacksonville,  FL*  (2-28-78) 
Cascade  Agricultural  Service  Co.,  Mt.  Ver¬ 
non,  WA 

Center  for  Climatic  Research,  Madison,  Wl* 
(6-80-77) 

Central  Michigan  University,  Department  of 
Biology,  Mount  Pleasant.  MI*  (6-30-81) 
CH*M  Hill,  California,  Inc.,  Redding,  CA 
CH*M  Hill,  Inc.,  Corvallis.  OR*  (4-30-79) 
Chemagro  Corp.,  Kansas  City,  MO*  (6-30-77) 


Chembac  Laboratories,  Charlotte,  NC 
CHEM-CRETE*Corp.,  Menlo  Park.  CA*  (6-30- 

77) 

Chemical  Service  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Jefferson¬ 
ville.  IN  *  (6-30-77) 

Chemonlcs  Industries,  Phoenix  AZ*  (6-30-78) 
Chevron  Asphalt  Co.,  Eastern  Laboratory, 
Baltimore,  MD 

Chevron  Chemical  Co.,  Richmond,  CA 
Chevron  OH  Field  Research  Co„  La  Habra, 
CA 

Chicago,  University  of.  Department  of  Geo¬ 
graphy.  Chicago,  IL*  (6-30-76) 

Chicago,  University  of.  Oriental  Institute, 
Chicago,  IL*  (4-30-78) 

Christian  Testing  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Mont¬ 
gomery,  AL 

Citizens  National  Bank  of  Paris  Soil  Test¬ 
ing  Laboratory,  Paris,  IL 
Clarkson  Laboratory  A  Supply,  Inc.,  San 
Diego,  CA*  (6-30-80) 

C.  L.  C„  Columbus.  OH 
Clemson  University,  Clemson,  SC 
Clinton  Corn  Processing  Company,  Clinton, 
I  A*  (6-30-79) 

Coenen  and  Associates -Engineers,  Newport 
News.  VA 

Coleman  Engineering  Laboratories,  Inc., 
Augusta,  GA 

Colorado  State  University,  Department  of 
Agronomy,  Fort  Collins,  CO 
Colorado  State  University,  Department  of 
Economics,  Fort  Collins,  CO 
Colorado  State  University,  Department  of 
Microbiology,  Ft.  Collins,  CO*  (6-30-80) 
Colorado,  University  of.  Department  of  Geo¬ 
logical  Sciences,  Boulder,  CO*  (6-30-80) 
Colorado,  University  of,  Institute  of  Arctic 
and  Alpine  Research,  Boulder,  CO*  (5-31- 

78) 

Colorado  School  of  Mines,  Research  Institute, 
Golden  CO*  (6-30-80) 

Columbia  Research  Corporation,  Irradiation 
Service  Division,  Gaithersburg,  MD* 
(9-30-77) 

Commercial  Testing  A  Engineering  Co.,  Nor¬ 
folk,  VA 

Commonwealth  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Greenville, 
SC 

Commonwealth  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Richmond, 
VA 

Connecticut,  University  of,  Soli  Testing  Lab¬ 
oratory,  Plant  Science  Department,  Col¬ 
lege  of  Agriculture  and  Natural  Resources, 
Storrs,  CT 

Consolidated  Cigar  Corp.,  Glastonbury,  CT 
Construction  Aggregates  Corp.,  Ferrysburg, 
MI 

Contractors  A  Engineers  Service,  Inc.,  Fay- 
ettevlUe,  NC 

Contractors  A  Engineers  Service,  Inc.,  Golds¬ 
boro,  NC 

Cook  Research  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Menlo  Park. 
CA 

Cook  Associates,  Oroville,  CA 
Cookwell  Strainer,  Cincinnati,  OH 
Cooper-Clark  A  Associates,  Palo  Alto,  CA 
Coors  Spectro- Chemical  Laboratory,  Denver, 
CO 

Core  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Aurora,  CO 
Core  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Houma,  LA 
Core  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Lafayette,  LA 
Core  Laboratories,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  LA 
Core  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Shreveport,  LA 
Core  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Farmington,  NM 
Core  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Hobbs,  NM 
Core  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Dallas  TX 
Core  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Casper,  WY 
Cornell  University,  Department  of  Agronomy, 
Ithaca,  NY*  (6-30-79) 

Cornell  University,  Department  of  Floricul¬ 
ture  and  Ornamental  Horticulture,  Ithaca. 
NY*  (6-30-76) 

Craig  Testing  Laboratories,  Mays  Landing. 
NJ 

Crobaugh  Laboratories,  Cleveland,  OH 
Crop  Chemical  Testing  Services,  Inc.,  Areola, 
IL 
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Dade  County  Soils  Laboratory,  Homestead, 
FL  •  (8-30-77) 

Dames  A  Moore,  Denver,  CO*  (6-30-76) 
Dames  A  Moore,  Cincinnati,  OH*  (6-60-76) 
Dames  &  Moore,  Los  Angeles,  CA*  (6-30-76) 
Dames  &  Moore,  San  Francisco,  OA*  (6-30- 
77) 

Dames  &  Moore,  Atlanta,  OA*  (6-30-76) 
Dames  &  Moore,  Houston,  TX  *  (6-30-80) 
Dames  &  Moore,  Park  Ridge,  IL*  (6-30-78) 
Dames  &  Moore,  Cranford,  NJ  *  (6-30-80) 
Dames  &  Moore,  Seattle,  WA*  (6-30-79) 
D'Appalonla,  E.,  Consulting  Engineer,  Inc., 
Pittsburgh,  PA*  (11-30-77) 

Davey  Tree  Expert  Co.,  Kent,  OH 
Daylin  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
Delaware,  University  of,  Department  of  Geol¬ 
ogy,  Newark,  SE*  (9-30-77) 

Del  Monte  Corp.,  San  Leandro,  CA 
Del  Monte  Corp.,  Walnut  Creek,  CA 
Delta  Testing  and  Inspection,  Inc.,  Baton 
Rouge,  LA 

Delta  Testing  and  Inspection,  Inc.,  Lafayette, 
LA 

Delta  Testing  and  Inspection,  Inc.,  New 

Orleans,  LA 

Denver,  University  of,  Department  of  Geog¬ 
raphy,  Denver,  CO*  (6-30-77) 

Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.,  Palnesvllle,  OH 
Dickinson  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Mobile,  AL 
Dixie  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Mobile,  AL 
Dow  Chemical  Co.,  Walnut  Creek,  CA*  (6- 
30-77) 

Dow  Chemical  Co.,  Midland,  MI*  (6-30-76) 
du  Pont  de  Nemours,  E.  I.  &  Co.,  Industrial 
and  Biochemical*  Department,  Foreign 
Sales,  Wilmington,  DE*  (6-30-76) 

Duke  University,  Durham,  NC  *  (6-30-80) 
Duke  University,  Department  of  Botany, 
Durham,  NC 

Duke  University,  Department  of  Zoology, 
Durham,  NC*  (6-30-81) 


EFCO  Laboratories,  Tucson,  AZ  *  (6-30-78) 
Eagle  Iron  Works,  Des  Moines,  IA*  (6-30- 
77) 

Effingham  Equity,  Effingham,  IL 
Kisenhauer  Laboratories,  Covina,  CA 
Kllerbe  Architect,  Bloomington,  MN 
Elmira  College,  Department  of  Biology, 
Elmira,  NY  *  (6-30-80) 

El  Paso  Chemical  Laboratories,  El  Paso,  TX  * 
(6-30-78) 

Emcon  Associates,  San  Jose,  CA 
Empire  Soils  Investigations,  Groton,  NY 
Engineering,  Surveys,  and  Services,  Colum¬ 
bia,  MO 

Engineers  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Jackson,  MS 
Engineers  Testing  Laboratories,  Phoenix, 
AZ 

Environmental  Engineering,  Watchung,  NJ  * 
(11-30-77) 

Environmental  Science  &  Engineering  Corp., 
Mt.  Juliet,  TN 

Environmental  Statement  Project,  Argonne 
National  Laboratory,  Argonne,  IL 
Eustls  Engineering  Co.,  Metairie,  LA 
Evans,  L.  T.,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 


Farm  Clinic,  West  Lafayette,  IN*  (6-30-76) 
Fayette  County  Farm  Bureau,  Vandalla,  IL 
Federal  Chemical  Co.,  Columbus,  OH 
Fertilizers.  John  Taylor,  Sacramento,  CA 
Florida  Department  of  Agriculture  and  Con¬ 
sumer  Services,  Pesticide  Residue  Program, 
Tallahassee,  FL 

Florida  State  University,  Dept,  of  Geology, 
Tallahassee,  FL 

Florida  Testing  Laboratories,  Inc.,  St.  Peters¬ 
burg,  FL 

Florida,  University  of.  Agricultural  Research 
6k  Education  Center,  Bradenton,  FL*  (6- 
80-76) 


Florida,  University  of,  Agricultural  Research 
&  Education  Center,  Lake  Alfred,  FL 
Florida,  University  of.  Agricultural  Exten¬ 
sion  Service,  Soil  Testing  Laboratory,  Mc¬ 
Carty  Hall,  Gainesville,  FL 
Florida,  University  of,  Department  of  Ge¬ 
ology,  Floyd  Hall,  Gainesville,  FL*  (6-80- 
79) 

Florida,  University  of.  Soli  Science  Depart¬ 
ment,  Gainesville,  FL  *  (6-30-76) 

Flowers  Chemical  Laboratories,  Altamonte 
Springs,  FL 

FMC  Corporation,  Agricultural  Chemical  Di¬ 
vision,  Mlddleport,  NY  *  (5-31-78) 

Foley,  Hubert  L.,  Jr.,  New  Albany,  MS 
Foundation  Engineering  Consultants,  Inc., 
Columbia,  SC 

Foundation  Test  Services.  Inc.,  Bethesda, 
MD  *  (6-30-77) 

FYanklin,  R.  T.,  &  Associates,  Burbank,  CA 
Frederick  Cancer  Research  Center,  Fermen¬ 
tation  Laboratory,  Frederick,  MD*  (6-30- 
76) 

Froehling  &  Robertson,  Inc.,  Richmond,  VA  * 
Fruco  &  Associates,  St.  Louis,  MO 
Fruln-Colnon  Corp.,  St.  Louis,  MO 
Fruit  Growers  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Santa  Paula, 
CA  * (6-30-77) 

F.  S.  Royster  Guano  Co.,  Toledo,  OH 
Fugro,  Inc.,  Long  Beach,  CA  »  (6-30-77) 

Fuller  Company,  Catasauqua,  PA  »  (6-30-80) 

c 

GHT  Laboratories  of  Imperial  Valley,  Inc., 
Brawley,  CA  *  (6-30-76) 

GREFCO,  Inc.,  Torrance,  CA  *  (6-30-78) 
GREFCO,  Inc.,  Lompoc,  CA  *  (6-30-79) 

GX  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Golden,  CO*  (6-30-77) 
General  Foods  Corp.,  Food  Products  Division, 
Woodburn,  OR  *  (6-30-80) 

General  Testing  Laboratory,  Kansas  City,  MO 
Geochemical  Surveys,  Dallas,  TX 
Geologic  Associates,  Franklin,  TN 
Geologic  Associates,  Knoxville,  TN 
Georgia  State  Department  of  Transportation, 
Office  of  Material  and  Test,  Forest  Park, 
GA* 

Georgia  Testing  Laboratory,  Llthonla,  GA 
Georgia,  University  of.  Cooperative  Exten¬ 
sion  Service,  Plant  Pathology  and  Nema- 
tology,  Athens,  GA 

Georgia,  University  of.  Cooperative  Extension 
Service,  Soli  Testing  and  Plant  Analysis, 
Athens,  GA 

Georgia,  University  of,  Department  of 
Agronomy,  Athens,  GA*  (6-30-81) 

Georgia,  University  of.  Institute  of  Ecology, 
Athens,  GA  »  (6-30-80) 

Geo-Survey,  Inc.,  Camp  Hill,  PA 
Geotechnical  Consultants.  Inc.,  Burbank,  CA 
Geotechnical  Engineering-Testing,  Inc.,  Mo¬ 
bile,  AL 

Geotechnical  Engineers,  Inc.,  Winchester, 
MA  »  (4-30-78) 

Geo-Testing,  Inc.,  San  Rafael,  CA  •  (6-30-79) 
Gillen  Engineering  Co.,  Inc.,  Metairie,  LA 
Girdler  Foundation  &  Exploration  Co.,  Le¬ 
nexa,  VA 

Gla8smlre,  S.  H  ,  &  Associates,  Metairie,  LA 
Gooch,  George  W.,  Laboratory.  Ltd.,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  CA 

Gore  Engineering,  Inc.,  Metairie.  LA 
Grace,  W.  R.,  &  Co.,  Columbia,  MD  *  (6-30-77) 
Grace,  W.  R.,  A  Co.,  Fort  Pierce,  FL » (6-30-76) 
Grace,  W.  R.,  A  Co.,  Nashville,  TN 
Green  Engineering  Co.,  8ewlckley,  PA 
Green  Giant  Co.,  Agricultural  Research  De¬ 
partment,  Le  Sueur,  MN*  (6-30-77) 

Green  Thumb  Corp.,  Apopka,  FL*  (6-30-79) 
Grimes,  Walter  B.,  A  Associates,  Chico,  CA 
Growers  Chemical  Corp.,  Milan,  OH 
Grubbs  Consulting  Engineers,  Little  Rock,  AH 
Gulf  Coast  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Corpus 
Christi,  TX 

Gulf  South  Research  Institute,  Baton  Rouge, 
LA 


Gulf  South  Research  Institute,  New  Orleans, 
LA 


Hales  Testing  Laboratories,  Santa  Clara,  CA 
Hales  Testing  Laboratories,  Oakland,  CA 
Hallenbeck-McKay  and  Associates,  Emery¬ 
ville,  CA  *  (6-30-76) 

Hanson  Engineers,  Inc.,  Springfield,  IL*  (6- 
30-78) 

Harding-Lawson  Associates,  San  Rafael,  CA* 
(6-30-80) 

Harlan,  R.  C.,  and  Associates,  San  Francisco, 
CA*  (6-30-77) 

Harris,  Inc.t  Frederick  R.,  Woodbridge,  NJ  * 
(6-30-76) 

Harris  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Lincoln,  NE 
Harvard  University,  Peabody  Museum,  Cam¬ 
bridge,  MA  *  (6-30-78) 

Harvard  University,  Herbaria,  Cambridge, 
MA  •  (6-30-80) 

Harvard  University,  Soil  Mechanics  Labora¬ 
tory,  Cambridge,  MA 

Harza  Engineering  Co.,  Chicago,  IL*  (6- 
30-77) 

Hawley  A  Hawley,  Division  of  Skyline  Labs, 
Inc.,  Tucson,  AZ*  (6-30-77) 

Haynes,  John  H.,  Consulting  Engineer,  Dal¬ 
las,  IX 

Hazen  Research  Inc.,  Golden,  CO*  (6-30-78) 
Hazel  ton  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Falls  Church,  VA 
Hector  Agricultural  Export  Co.,  Miami,  FL* 
(6-30-79) 

Heinrichs  Geoexploratlon  Co.,  Tucson,  AZ  * 
(6-30-76) 

Hemphill  Corp.,  Tulsa,  OK 
Herbert  A  Associates,  Virginia  Beach,  VA 
Hercules,  Inc.,  Wilmington,  DE 
Hess,  John  D.,  Testing  Corp.,  El  Centro,  CA  * 
(5-31-78) 

Hoffman-LaRoche,  Inc.,  Nutley,  NJ  •  (6-30- 
78) 

Hollywood  Testing  Laboratories, '  Hollywood, 
CA 

Horvltz  Research  Laboratories,  Huston,  TX  1 
Hosklns-Western-Sonderegger,  Inc.,  Lincoln, 
NE*  (6-30-77) 

Hughes  Aircraft  Co.,  Culver  City,  CA  *  (12-31- 
77) 

Hunt,  Robert  W„  Co.,  Chicago,  IL 
Hunter  College,  Department  of  Anthropology . 
New  York,  NY 

Hurst-Rosche  Engineers,  Inc.,  Hillsboro,  IL 


IIT  Research  Institute,  Chicago,  IL 
IRI  Research  Institute,  Inc.,  New  York,  NY 
Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  Bureau  of  'Ma¬ 
terials,  Chicago,  IL 

Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  Bureau  of  Mate¬ 
rials,  Dixon,  IL 

Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  Bureau  of  Mate¬ 
rials,  Effingham,  IL 

Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  Bureau  of  Mate¬ 
rials,  Elgin,  IL 

Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  Bureau  of  Mate¬ 
rials,  Paris,  IL 

Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  Bureau  of  Mate¬ 
rials,  Springfield,  IL 

Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  Carbondale,  IL 
Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  East  St. 
Louis,  IL 

Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  Ottawa,  IL 
Illinois  Division  of  Highways,  Peoria,  IL 
Illinois,  University  of.  Department  of  Agron¬ 
omy,  Urbana,  IL 

Illinois,  University  of,  Department  of  Anthro¬ 
pology,  Urbana,  IL*  (6-30-80) 

Illinois,  University  of,  at  Chicago  Circle, 
Department  of  Geography,  Chicago,  IL* 
(6-30-78) 

Independent  Testing  Laboratories,  Greens* 
boro,  NC 

Indiana  Farm  Bureau  Co-op,  Indianapolis,  IN 
Indiana  State  Highway  Commission.  Division 
of  Materials  and  Testing,  Indianapolis.  IN 
Indiana  University,  Department  of  Geology, 
Bloomington,  IN 
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Industrial  Laboratories  Co.,  Denver,  CO 

Insect  and  Plant  Disease  Clinic,  Raleigh,  NC 

Institute  for  Research,  Inc.,  Houston,  TX 

International  Agriculture  Services,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  CA*  (6-30-77) 

International  Fertilizer  Development  Center, 
Muscle  Shoals,  AL 

International  Flavors  and  Fragrances  (R  & 
D) ,  Union  Beach,  NJ  *  (3-31-78) 

International  Geochemlcs,  Ltd.,  Oretha,  LA* 
(6-30-76) 

International  Mineral  &  Chemical  .Corp., 
Libertyvllle,  IL 

International  Mineral  &  Chemical  Corp.,  Mul¬ 
berry,  FL 

International  Mineral  Engineers,  Inc.,  Golden, 
CO 

International  Research  Corp.,  Mattawan.  MI 

Interpace  Corp.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  *  (6-30-77) 

Iowa  State  Highway  Commission  Soli  Lab¬ 
oratory,  Ames,  IA 

Iowa  State  University,  Department  of  Agron¬ 
omy,  Ames.YA*  (6-30-80) 

Iowa  State  University,  Engineering  Research 
Institute,  Ames,  IA*  (6-30-80) 


'  Jennings  Laboratories,  Virginia  Beach,  VA 
Jersey  Testing  Laboratories,  Atco,  NJ 
Jersey  Testing  Laboratories,  Newark,  NJ 
Johns  Hopkins  University,  Department  of 
Geography  and  Environmental  Engineer¬ 
ing.  Baltimore,  MD*  (6-30-77) 

Johnson  Soil  Engineering  Laboratory,  Palis¬ 
ades  Park,  NJ 

Jones  Ferro  Magnetics,  Inc.,  Jacksonville,  FL  * 
(1-31-78) 

Joy  Manufacturing  Co.,  Denver  Equipment 
Division,  Denver,  CO  *  (6-30-76) 

K 

Kaiser  Agricultural  Chemical  Co.,  Sullivan,  IL 
Kaiser  Agricultural  Chemicals  Corp.,  Savan¬ 
nah,  GA 

Kaiser  Aluminum  and  Chemical  Corp.,  Center 
for  Technology,  Pleasanton,  CA  *  (6-30-80) 
Kalo  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Quincy,  IL 
Kansas  City  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Kansas 
City,  MO 

Kansas  City  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Lea¬ 
wood,  KS 

Kansas  State  University,  Civil  Engineering 
Department,  Manhattan,  KS*  (6-30-76) 
Kansas,  University  of,  Dept,  of  Geography- 
Meteorology,  Lawrence,  KS 
Kearney  Field  Station,  University  of  Califor¬ 
nia,  Division  of  Agricultural  Sciences, 
Parller,  CA  / 

Kelco  Co.,  San  Diego,  CA  •  (6-30-76) 
Kennecott  Exploration,  Inc.,  Salt  Lake  City, 
UT*  (2-28-78) 

Kentucky,  University  of.  Department  of 
Agronomy,  Lexington,  KY  *  ( 1-31-78) 
Kentucky,  University  of.  Division  of  Regu¬ 
latory  Services.  Lexington,  KY 
Kerr-McGee  Corp.,  Oklahoma  City,  OK  * 
(6-30-76) 

Kinlab,  Inc.,  Cincinnati,  OH 
Klelnfelder,  J.  H.,  &  Associates,  Fresno,  CA 
Klelnfelder,  J.  H„  &  Associates,  Merced,  CA 
Klelnfelder,  J.  H.,  &  Associates,  Sacramento, 
CA 

Klelnfelder,  J.  H.  A  Associates,  Stockton, 
CA*  (6-30-81) 

Krueger  Enterprises,  Inc.,  Cambridge,  MA 1 
(6-30-76) 


LLFE  Environmental  Analysis  Laboratory, 
Richmond,  CA 

Lake  Ontario  Environmental  Laboratory, 
Oswego,  NY 

Langan  Engineering  Associates,  Clifton,  NJ 
Langford  A  Meredith  Laboratories,  Division 
of  The  Analysts,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  LA 
Larsen,  Herluf  T.,  Enola,  PA 
L&rutan  of  the  South,  Hiram,  GA 


La  Salle  County  Farm  Bureau,  Soil  Testing 
Laboratory,  Ottawa,  IL 
Law  Engineering  Testing  Co.,  Atlanta,  GA 1  * 
(6-30-78) 

Law  Engineering  Testing  Co.,  Birmingham, 
AL*  (4-30-78) 

Law  Engineering  Testing  Co.,  Charlotte,  NC  * 
(5-31-78) 

Law  Engineering  Testing  Co.,  Houston,  TX  * 
(5-31-78) 

Law  Engineering  Testing  Co.,  Marietta,  GA* 
(5-31-78) 

Law  Engineering  Testing  Co.,  McLean,  VA* 
(6-30-79) 

Law  Engineering  Testing  Co.,  Tampa,  FL  * 
(5-31-78) 

Layne- Western  Co.,  Kansas  City,  MO 
Layne-Western  Co.,  Kirkwood,  MO 
Lederle  Laboratories,  Pearl  River,  NY  *  (6- 
30-80) 

Lerch  Brothers  Inc.,  Hibbing,  MN  *  (6-30-80) 
Leroy  Crandall  A  Associates,  Los  Angeles, 
CA*  (6-30-77) 

Lewln,  David  W.,  Corp.,  Geotechnical  En¬ 
gineering,  The  Arcade,  Cleveland,  OH 
Libby.  McNeill,  &  Libby,  Janesville,  WI  * 
(6-30-81) 

Lilly,  Ell.  &  Co.,  Greenfield,  IN  *  (6-30-79) 
Lilly,  Ell,  &  Co.,  Lilly  Research  Laboratories, 
Indianapolis,  IN*  (6-30-79) 

Lilly,  Ell,  A  Co.,  Lilly  Research  Laboratories, 
Indianapolis,  IN  *  (6-30-80) 

Lockwood  Corp.,  Gerlng,  NE 
Louisiana  Department  of  Highways,  Baton 
Rouge,  LA 

Louisiana  State  University,  Sedberry,  Joe  E. 
Jr.,  Department  of  Agronomy,  Soil  Testing. 
Laboratory,  Baton  Rouge,  LA  *  (6-30-80) 
Louisiana  State  University.  (Caldwell,  Dr.  A. 
G.)  Department  of  Agronomy,  Baton 
Rouge,  LA*  (6-30-81) 

Louisiana  State  University,  Coastal  Studies 
Institute,  Baton  Rouge,  LA 
Louisiana  State  University,  New  Orleans,  LA 
Lowney/Kaldveer  Associates,  Palo  Alto,  CA 
Lubbock  Labs,  Lubbock,  TX 

•  M 

MAT  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Rahway,  NJ 
Maine  State  Highway  Commission,  Bangor, 
ME 

Maine,  University  of,  Orono,  ME 
Maine,  University  of.  Plant  A  Soil  Science 
Department.  Orono,  ME*  (6-30-76) 
Manchester  College,  Biology  Department, 
North  Manchester,  IN 

Mapco,  Inc.,  Indiana  Point  Division,  Athens, 
IL 

Marathon  Oil  Co..  Findley,  OH  *  (6-30-77) 
Marathon  Oil  Co„  Littleton,  CO*  (6-30-77) 
Marr-Waddoups  and  Associates,  Pasco,  WA 
Maryland,  University  of.  Department  of 
Microbiology,  College  Park,  MD  *  (5-31-78) 
Mason- Johnston  A  Associates,  Inc.,  Dallas, 
TX*  (6-30-80) 

Massachusetts  Department  of  Public  Works, 
Wellesley  Hills,  MA 

Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology,  Soli 
Mechanics  Division,  Cambridge,  MA 
Massachusetts,  University  of.  Department  of 
Plant  and  Soil  Sciences,  Amherst,  MA 
McCallum  Inspection  Co.,  Chesapeake,  VA* 
McClelland  Engineers,  Clayton,  MO 
McClelland  Engineers,  Inc.,  Houston,  TX* 
6-30-79) 

McGauthy,  Marshall,  and  McMllllan,  Nor¬ 
folk,  VA 

Memphis  State  University,  Department  of 
Biology,  Memphis.  TN 

Memphis  State  University,  Department  of 
Civil  Engineering,  Memphis,  TN 
Merck  Institute  for  Therapeutic  Research, 
Rahway,  NJ » (6-30-78) 

Merck  A  Co,  Inc.,  Agrl  Chemical  Develop¬ 
ment,  Rahway,  NJ 

Miami,  University  of,  Department  of  Biology, 
Coral  Gables,  FL*  (6-30-76) 


Miami,  University  of.  Department  of  Micro¬ 
biology,  Miami,  FL  *  (6-30-77) 

Michigan  Department  of  Public  Health,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Laboratories,  Division  of  Antibio¬ 
tics  and  Fermentation,  Lansing,  MI*  (6- 
30-78) 

Michigan  State  University,  Department  of 
Animal  Husbandry,  East  Lansing,  MI : 
(6-30-76) 

Michigan  State  University,  Department  of 
Botany  and  Plant  Pathology,  East  Lansing, 
MI*  (6-30-77) 

Michigan  State  University,  Department  of 
Entomology,  NematolOgy  Lab,  East  Lan¬ 
sing.  MI*  (6-30-76) 

Michigan  State  University,  Crop  and  Soil 
Science  Department,  East  Lansing,  MI  * 
(6-30-81) 

Michigan  State  University,  Soil  Testing  Lab¬ 
oratory,  East  Lansing,  MI 
Michigan,  University  of.  Botany  Department, 
Ann  Arbor,  MI  *  (6-30-79) 

Michigan,  University  of,  Department  of  Zool¬ 
ogy,  Ann  Arbor,  MI  *  (6-30-77) 

Michigan  Testing  Engineers,  Inc.,  Michigan 
Drilling  Division,  Detroit,  MI 
Midwest  Research  Institute,  Kansas  City,  MO 
Midwest  Soil  Testing  Service,  Danforth,  IL 
Mler,  Ezra,  Raleigh,  NC 

Miles  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Marschall  Division, 
Elkhart,  IN  *  (6-30-77) 

Miles  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Miles  Research  Di¬ 
vision,  West  Haven,  CT  *  (6-30-77) 
Milwaukee,  City  of.  Sewage  Commission,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  WI 

Minnesota  Department  of  Highways,  Office  of 
Materials,  St.  Paul,  MN 
Minnesota  Mining  and  Manufacturing  Co., 
Agrichemical  Laboratories,  St.  Paul,  MN 3 
(4-30-78) 

Minnesota,  University  of.  Department  of 
Geology  A  Geophysics,  Minneapolis,  MN  * 
(6-30-80) 

Minnesota,  University  of.  The  Hormel  Insti¬ 
tute,  Austin,  MN  »  (6-30-76) 

Minnesota,  University  of.  Department  of 
Plant  Pathology,  St.  Paul,  MN*  (6-30-80) 
Minnesota,  University  of.  Department  of  Soil 
Science,  St.  Paul,  MN*  (6-30-80) 
Mississippi  State  University,  State  College, 
MS 

Mississippi,  University  of,  University,  MS 
Missouri  Highway  Commission,  Jefferson 
City,  MO 

Missouri,  University  of  Department  of  An¬ 
thropology,  Columbia,  MO*  (5-31-78) 
Missouri,  University  of,  Department  of  Food 
Sciences  and  Nutrition,  Columbia,  MO 
Mobile  Chemical  Research  Laboratory, 
Ashland,  VA  »  (6-30-76) 

Monsanto  Co.,  Agricultural  Division,  St. 

Louis,,  MO  *  (6-30-78) 

Moore,  George,  Columbus,  OH 
Moran,  Douglas  E.,  Tustln,  CA 
Morse  Laboratories,  Sacramento,  CA 
Mountain  States  Research  and  Development, 
Tucson,  AZ  *  (6-30-80) 

Mueser,  Rutledge,  Wentworth,  and  Johnston, 
New  York,  NY*  (6-30-80) 

N 

Na-Churs  Plant  Food  Co.,  Forest  City,  AR 
Na-Churs  Plant  Food  Co.,  Marlon,  OH  * 
(6-30-80) 

Na-Churs,  Red  Oak,  IA  *  (6-30-77) 

National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administra¬ 
tion,  Ames  Research  Center,  Moffett  Field, 
CA*  (4-30-79) 

National  Bulk  Carriers,  Inc.,  New  York,  NY 
National  Laboratories.  Evansville,  IN 
National  Soil  Services,  Inc.,  Dallas,  TX 
National  Soli  Services,  Inc.,  Houston,  TX* 
(6-30-77) 

National  Spectographic,  Division  of  Shlller 
Industries,  Warrenvllle  Heights.  OH 
Natural  Resources  Laboratory,  Golden,  CO 
Nebraska  Department  of  Roads,  Soil  Testing 
Laboratory,  Lincoln,  NE 
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Nebraska,  University  of,  Department  of 
Agronomy,  Kelm  Hall,  Lincoln,  NE 5 
(6-30-78) 

Nebraska,  University  of,  Department  of  Ag¬ 
ronomy,  Wheat  Studies  Laboratory,  Lin¬ 
coln,  NE  * (10-30-77) 

Nelson  Laboratories,  Stockton,  CA »  (6-30-80) 
Nevada  State  Highway  Department  Labora¬ 
tory,  Carson  City,  NV 

New  Hampshire,  University  of,  Department 
of  Earth  Sciences,  Durham,  NH*  (6-30-76) 
New  Jersey  Department  of  Transportation, 
Trenton,  NJ 

New  Mexico  State  Highway  Department, 
Santa  Fe,  NM 

New  Mexico  State  University,  Soil  and  Water 
Testing  Laboratory,  Las  Cruces,  NM  * 
(6-31-78) 

New  York  Botanical  Garden,  Cryptogamlc 
Herbarium,  Bronx,  NY*  (3-31-78) 

New  York  State,  University  of.  College  of 
Environmental  Sciences  ft  Forestry,  Dept, 
of  Forest  Botany  ft  Pathology,  Syracuse, 
NY*  (6-30-80) 

Niagara  Chemical  Division  of  FMC  Corp., 
Middleport,  NY 

NL  Industries,  Inc.,  Baroid  Division,  Chan- 
nelview,  TX*  (3-31-78) 

NL  Industries,  Inc.,  Baroid  Division,  Mal¬ 
vern,  AR*  (3-31-78) 

North  Carolina  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Raleigh.  NC 

North  Carolina  Department  of  Geology, 
Raleigh,  NC 

North  Carolina  State  University,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Soil  Science,  International  Soil 
Testing  Project,  Raleigh,  NC*  (6-30-80) 
North  Carolina,  University  of,  Research  Lab. 
of  Anthropology,  Chapel  Hill,  NC  *  (6-30- 
76) 

North  Carolina,  University  of.  Department 
of  Botany,  Chapel  Hill,  NC  (Dr.  J.  N. 
Couch) 

North  Carolina,  University  of.  Department  of 
Botany.  Chapel  Hill,  NC  (Dr.  N.  G.  Miller  * 
(6-30-80) 

North  Carolina,  University  of.  Department 
of  Botany,  Chapel  Hill,  NC  (Dr.  Edward  G, 
Barry) 

North  Dakota  State  Highway  Department, 
State  Highway  Department  Laboratory, 
Bismarck,  ND 

Norvell  Plowman  Laboratories,  Little  Rock, 

AR 

Nu-ag  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Rochelle,  IL 
Nutting,  H.  C.,  Co.,  Cincinnati,  OH 
Nutting,  H.  C.,  Co.,  Cincinnati,  OH 

o 

Oak  Ridge  National  Laboratory,  Environ¬ 
mental  Sciences  Division,  Oak  Ridge,  TN* 
(3-31-78) 

Ohio  Florist  Association,  Columbus,  OH 
Ohio  State  University,  Botany  Department, 
Columbus,  OH*  (6-30-76) 

Ohio  State  University,  Department  of  Agron¬ 
omy,  Columbus,  OH*  (6-30-80) 

Ohio  State  University,  Department  of  Pathol¬ 
ogy,  Columbus,  OH 

Ohio  State  University,  Institute  of  Polar 
Studies,  Columbus,  OH*  (6-30-81) 

Ohio  8tate  University,  Ohio  Extension  Serv¬ 
ice,  Columbus,  OH 

Ohio  State  University,  Soil  Testing  Labora¬ 
tory,  Columbia.  OH*  (6-30-78) 

Oklahoma  State  Highway  Department,  Mate¬ 
rials  Division,  Oklahoma  City,  OK 
Oklahoma  State  University,  Stillwater,  OK 
Oklahoma  State  University,  Department  of 
Agromony,  Stillwater,  OK 
Oklahoma  State  University,  School  of  Civil 
Engineering,  Stillwater,  OK 
Oklahoma  Soil  Testing  Laboratories,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  OK 

Oklahoma,  University  of.  School  of  Civil  En¬ 
gineering  and  Environmental  Science, 
Norman,  OK 

Old  Dominion  University,  Norfolk,  VA 


NOTICES 

Olson-Dykeman  Laboratories,  Freeport,  IL 
Onondaga  Soli  Testing,  Inc.,  East  Syracuse, 
NY 

Oregon  State  Highway  Department,  Salem, 
OR* 

Oregon  State  University,  Soils  Department, 
Corvallis,  OR*  (6-30-76) 

Osborne  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Sante  Fe  Springs, 
CA 

Owens-Illinois  Inc.,  Technical  Center,  Toledo, 
OH*  (4-30-78) 

r 

Pacific  Spectro  Chemical  Laboratory,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  CA 

Paleo  Data,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  LA  *  (6-30-76) 
Pan  American  Laboratories,  Brownsville,  TX  * 
(6-30-80) 

Parke,  Davis,  &  Co.,  (Joseph  Campau  at  the 
River),  Detroit,  MI 

Parke,  Davis,  &  Co.,  Res.  &  Med.  Affairs,  Biol. 

R.  &  D.,  Detroit,  MI  *  (6-30-81) 

Parrill,  Irwin  H.,  Edwardsville,  IL 
Pattlson’s  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Harlingen,  TX  * 
(6-30-80) 

Patzlg  Testing  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Des  Moines, 
IA 

Pennima  &  Browne,  Inc.,  Baltimore,  MD 
Pennsylvania  State  University,  Department  of 
Agronomy,  University  Park,  PA*  (6-30-81) 
Pennsylvania  State  University,  Department 
of  Anthropology,  University  Park,  PA  *  (6- 
36:76) 

Pennsylvania,  University  of,  Dept,  of  Geology, 
Philadelphia,  PA*  (6-30-78) 

Pennsylvania,  University  of.  Department  of 
Physics,  Philadelphia,  PA*  (6-30-77) 

Perry  Laboratory,  Los  Gatos,  CA*  (6-30-81 ) 
Peters,  Robert  B.,  Co.,  Allentown,  PA 
Pfeiffer  Foundation,  Inc.,  Threefold  Farm, 
Spring  Valley,  NY  *  (6-30-78) 

Pfizer,  Charles,  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Groton,  CT 3  (6- 
30-81) 

Phifer,  Allen,  Tborofare,  NJ 
Pickett,  Ray,  and  Sliver,  St.  Petere,  MO 
Pioneer  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Redlands, 
CA 

Pittsburgh  Testing  Laboratory,  Pittsburgh, 
PA* 

Pittsburgh,  University  of,  Department  of 
Biology,  Pittsburgh,  PA*  (6-30-81) 

Plains  Laboratory,  Lubbock,  TX 
Pope,  W.  I.,  Mobile,  AL 

Portland  State  College,  Department  of  Biol¬ 
ogy,  Portland,  OR*  (6-30-77) 

Princeton  University,  Department  of  Geo¬ 
logical  &  Geophysical  Sciences,  Princeton, 
NJ*  (6-30-76) 

Purdue  University,  Department  of  Agron¬ 
omy,  Lafayette,  IN*  (6-30-79) 

Purdue  University,  Department  of  Entomol¬ 
ogy,  Lafayette,  IN*  (6-30-77) 

Q 

Queens  College,  Flushing,  NY 

a 

Raamot  Associates,  Corona,  NY*  (9-30-77) 
Raba  and  Associates  Consulting  Engineers, 
Inc.,  San  Antonio,  TX  *  (1-31-78) 

Raba  Soil  Testing  Laboratory,  San  Antonio, 
TX 

Rabe,  Fred  N.,  Engineering,  Inc.,  Fresno,  CA 
Raymond  International,  St.  Louis,  MO 
Reitz  and  Jens,  Clayton,  MO 
Resources  International,  Fresno,  CA*  (6-30- 
79) 

Richfield  Oil  Corp.,  Long  Beach,  CA 
Rlngel  and  Associates,  Chico,  CA 
Rochester,  University  of.  Department  of  Bio¬ 
logy,  Rochester,  NY  *  (6-30-79) 

Rocky  Mountain  Geochemical  Corp.,  Midvale, 
UT 

Rocky  Mountain  Geochemical  Corp.,  Prescott, 
AZ 

Rocky  Mountain  Geochemical  Corp.,  West 
Jordan,  UT  *  (6-30-80) 

Rocky  Mountain  Technology,  Inc.,  Golden, 
CO 


Rosner-Hixon  Laboratories,  Chicago,  IL 
Royster  Co.,  Norfolk,  VA  * 

Hummel,  Klepper.  ft  Kahl,  Lansdowne,  MD 
Rutgers,  the  State  University,  Department  of 
Soils  and  Crops,  New  Brunswick,  NJ*  (6- 
30-76) 

Rutgers,  the  State  University,  International 
Agricultural  Programs,  New  Brunswick. 
NJ*  (6-30-76) 

Rutgers,  the  State  University,  8olls  Extension 
Specialist,  New  Brunswick,  NJ 


8an  Diego  State  University,  Department  of 
Biology,  San  Diego,  CA  2  (11-80-76) 

San  Fernando  Valley  State  College,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Biology,  Northridge,  CA 
Sayre  &  Sutherland,  Inc.,  Richmond,  VA 
Scherlng  Corp.,  Bloomfield,  NJ*  (6-30-79) 
Scientific  Associates,  Inc.,  St.  Louis,  MO*  (6- 
30-78) 

Scott,  O.  M.,  &  Sons,  Seed  Co.,  Marysville,  OH  - 
Scottland  Soil  Laboratory,  Chris  man,  TT, 
Seabrook  Farms,  Sea  brook,  NJ 
Shank  man  Laboratories,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
Shannon  &  Wilson,  Inc.,  Burlingame,  CA 
Shannon  ft  Wilson,  Inc.,  Portland,  OR 
Shannon  ft  Wilson,  Inc.,  Seattle,  WA  *  <6- 
30-81) 

Shannon  ft  Wilson,  Inc.,  8t.  Louis,  MO 
Shell  Development  Co.,  Biological  Sciences 
Research  Center,  Modesto,  CA 
Shilstone  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Baton 
Rouge,  LA 

Shilstone  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Houston, 
TX 

Shilstone  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Lafayette 
LA 

Shilstone  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Monroe, 
LA 

Shilstone  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  New 
Orleans,  LA 

Skyline  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Wheat  Ridge,  CO  * 
(6-30-77) 

Smlth-Douglas,  Chesapeake,  VA 
Smith -Douglas  Co.,  Division  of  Borden  Inc., 
Columbus,  OH 

Smith,  Kline,  ft  French  Laboratories,  Swede- 
land,  PA*  (6-30-79) 

Snohomish  Farm  Veterinary  Service, 
Snohomish,  WA 

Soil  and  Materials  Engineers,  Detroit,  MI 
Soil  and  Plant  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Santa  Ana. 
CA*  6-30-7) 

Soil  and  Plant  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Santa  Clara. 
CA*  (6-30-80) 

Soil  Consultants,  Inc.,  Charleston,  SC 
Soil  Consultants,  Inc.,  Merrifleld,  VA 
Soil  Control  Laboratory,  Watsonville,  CA 
Soil  Engineering  Services,  Decatur,  IL 
Soil  Exploration  Co.,  8t.  Paul,  MN 
Soli  Services,  Inc.,  Moutaln  View,  CA  *  (6-30- 
78) 

Soil  Systems,  Inc.,  Marietta,  GA 
Soil  Test,  Moo  res  town,  NJ 
Soil  Testing,  Burlington,  WA 
Soil  Testing  Engineers,  Inc.,  Baton  Rouge, 
LA*  (11-30-77) 

Soil  Testing  Services,  Inc.,  Northbrook,  IL* 
(6-30-81) 

South  Alabama,  University  of,  Department  of 
Geology,  Mobile,  AL  *  (6-30-78) 

South  Carolina,  University  of,  Department  of 
Engineering,  Columbia,  SC 
South  Carolina,  University  of,  Department  of 
Geology,  International  Programs,  Colum¬ 
bia,  SC  * (2-28-77) 

South  Dakota  State  Highway  Department, 
Materials  and  Testing  Department,  Pierre, 
SD 

Southern  California  Testing  Lab.,  Inc.,  San 
Diego,  CA  •  (6-31-78) 

Southern  Laboratories,  Mobile,  AL 
Southern  Methodist  University,  Department 
of  Anthropology,  Dallas,  TX*  (6-86-81) 
Southern  Technical  Services,  Inc.,  Jackson, 
MS 

Southern  Testing  and  Research  Laboratories, 
Wilson,  NC 
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Southern  Testing  Laboratory,  Montgomery, 
AL 

Southern  Turf  Nurseries,  Tlfton,  GA*  (6-30- 
79) 

Southwestern  Aasayers  &  Chemists,  Inc.,  Tuc¬ 
son,  AZ  *  (6-80-79) 

Southwestern  Irrigation  Field  Station,  Braw- 
ley,  CA 

Southwestern  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Houston, 
TX 1 

Southwestern  Laboratories,  Midland,  TX  !  (6- 
30-77) 

Spectograph  Laboratory,  Hayden,  CO 
Squibb,  E.  R.,  &  Sons,  Dept,  of  Microbiology, 
Lawrenceville,  NJ  *  (6-30-79) 

Stabilization  Chemicals,  Milpitas,  CA*  (6- 
30-77) 

Standard  Laboratories,  Goodlleld,  IL 
Standard  Testing  Sc  Engineering  Co.,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  OK  •  (6-30-76) 

Stanford  Research  Institute,  Menlo  Park. 
CA*  (6-30-77) 

State  University  of  New  Tork  at  Buffalo,  De¬ 
partment  of  Civil  Engineering,  Buffalo, 
NY »  (6-30-80) 

Stauffer  Chemical  Co.,  Mountain  View,  CA 
Stauffer  Chemical  Co.,  Richmond.  CA 
Stilwell  Sc  Cladding,  Inc.,  New  York,  NY 
Stone,  Ralph  and  Co.,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  * 
(6-30-76) 

Stoner  Laboratories,  Campbell,  CA 
Stoner  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Santa  Clara,  CA* 
(6-30-J7) 

Strawlnsky  Laboratory,  Long  Beach,  CA 
Suerdrup  and  Parcel  &  Associates,  Inc.,  St. 
Louis,  MO*  (6-30-77) 

Superior  Oil  Company,  Geophysical  Labora¬ 
tory.  Houston,  TX  *  (6-30-79) 

Syracause  University  Research  Corp.,  Syra- 
cause,  NY 

T 

T-M-T  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  Five  Points,  CA 
Teichert,  A.,  &  Son,  Inc.,  Sacramento,  CA  * 
(6-30-76) 

Tennent  Sc  Associates,  Memphis,  TN 
Tennessee,  University  of,  Department  of  Geo¬ 
logical  Sciences,  Knoxville,  TN  *  (8-31-78) 
Tennessee,  University  of.  Soil  Testing  Lab¬ 
oratory,  Nashville,  TN 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority,  Materials  Engi¬ 
neering  Laboratory,  Knoxville,  TN 
Terrasearch,  Inc.,  San  Jo6e,  CA 
Terratech,  Inc.,  San  Jose,  CA 
Test,  Inc.,  Memphis,  TN 
Testing  Engineers,  Inc.,  Oakland,  CA 
Testing  Engineers,  Inc.,  San  Jose,  CA 
Testing  Service  Corp.,  Wheaton,  IL 
Tetco,  Trinity  Engineering  Testing  Corp., 
Austin,  TX 

Tetco,  Trinity  Engineering  Testing  Corp.,  Cor¬ 
pus  Christi,  TX 

Texas  A  Sc  M  University,  Department  of  So¬ 
ciology  and  Anthropology,  College  Station, 
TX*  (6-30-80) 

Texas  A  Sc  M  University,  Department  of  Soil 
and  Crop  Sciences,  Texas  Agricultural  Ex¬ 
periment  Station,  College  Station,  TX  *  (6- 
30-80) 

Texas  A  Sc  M  University,  Soil  Testing  Labora¬ 
tory,  Agricultural  Extension  Service  and 
Experiment  Station,  College  Station,  TX  * 
(6-80-81)  \ 
Texas  Highway  Department,  Materials  and 
Tests  Engineering  Division.  Austin,  TX 
Texas  Soil  Laboratory,  McAllen,  TX*  (6-30- 
78) 

Texas  Technological  University,  Department 
of  Agronomy,  Lubbock,  TX  *  (6-30-76) 
Texas  Testing  Labortaories,  Dallas,  TX 
Texas,  University  of,  (Austin)  Department  of 
Botany,  Austin,  TX  *  (6-30-77) 

Texas,  University  of.  Radiocarbon  Laboratory, 
Balcones  Research  Center,  Austin,  TX  *  (6- 
30-79 } 

Thompson,  Vester  J.,  Jr.,  Inc.,  Mobile,  AL 
Three  Gee  Dee,  Pembroke,  Fli 


Tidewater  Testing  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Virginia 
Beach,  VA 

Tippett8-Abbett-McCarthy-Stratton,  New 
York.  NY*  (6-30-81) 

Trinity  Testing  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Corpus 
Christi,  TX 

Triple  S  Laboratory,  Inc.,  Loveland,  CO  ’  (6- 
30-79) 

Truesdale  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
Tulane  University,  Department  of  Chemistry, 
New  Orleans,  LO  *  (6-30-77) 

Tulane  University,  Department  of  Geology, 
New  Orleans,  LA*  (6-31-78) 

Tulsa,  University  of,  Department  of  Geology, 
Tulsa.  OK*  (6-30-76) 

Twin  City  Testing  and  Engineering  Labora¬ 
tory,  Inc.,  St.  Paul,  MN 

Twining  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Fresno,  CA*  (6- 
30-79) 

Twining  Laboratory  of  Southern  California, 
Long  Beach,  CA 

v 

U.S.  Agricultural  Consultants  Laboratories, 
San  Gabriel,  CA 

U.S.  Borax  Research  Corp.,  Anaheim,  CA 
U.S.  Plant,  Soil,  and  Nutrition  Laboratory, 
Ithaca,  NY 

U.S.  Sugar  Corporation,  Research  Depart¬ 
ment,  Clfc^iston,  FL 

U.S.  Terrestrial  Plants  Laboratory,  Hanover, 
NH 

U.S.  Testing  Co.,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  CA 
U.S.  Testing  Co.,  Inc.,  Hoboken,  NJ 
U.S.  Testing  Co.,  Memphis  Laboratory,  Mem¬ 
phis,  TN* (6-30-79) 

U.S.  Testing  Laboratory.  Richland.  WA 
USS  Agri -Chemicals,  Belmond,  IA 
USS  Agri -Chemicals,  Decatur,  GA 
Union  Carbide  Corp..  Grand  Junction,  CO* 
(6-30-80) 

Union  Carbide  Corp.,  Niagara  Falls,  NY* 
(6-30-80) 

Union  Carbide  Corp.,  South  Charleston,  WV 
Union  Oil  Company  of  California,  Brea,  CA 
United  Rice  Growers  and  Millers,  Maxwell, 
CA  s 

Upjohn  Co.,  Pharmaceutical  Division,  Kala¬ 
mazoo.  MI*  (6-30-80) 

Urban  Testing  and  Construction  Engineers, 
Inc.,  Atlanta,  GA 

Utah  State  University.  College  of  Engineer¬ 
ing,  Agriculture  and  Irrigation  Engineer¬ 
ing,  Logan,  UT 

Utah  State  University,  Department  of 
Biology,  Logan,  UT*  (6-30-79) 

Utah  State  University,  Soil  Laboratory, 
Logan,  UT*  (6-30-81) 

Utah  State  University,  Soil  and  Water  Con¬ 
servation  Research,  Mechanic  Arts,  Logan, 
UT 

Utah  State  University,  Crops  Research 
Laboratory.  Logan,  UT 

Utah,  University  of,  Department  of  Anthro¬ 
pology,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT*  (6-30-81) 

U.S.  GOVERNMENT 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  APHIS,  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Laboratory,  Gulfport, 
MS 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  APHIS, 

Westhampton  Golden  Nematode  Facility 

,  Riverhead,  NY 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  APHIS, 

Gypsy  Moth  Laboratory,  Otis  AFB,  MA 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  APHIS, 

Southern  Methods  Development  Labora¬ 
tory,  Gulfport,  MS 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  ARS,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC1 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  ARS,  Fruit, 
Vegetable,  Soli,  and  Water  Laboratory, 
Nematology  Investigation,  Weslaco,  TX* 
(6-30-77) 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  ARS, 
Southern  Piedmont  Conservation  Research 
Laboratory,  Watklnsvllle,  GA*  (6-30-78) 


U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  ARS,  U.S. 
Water  Conservation  Lab,  Phoenix,  AZ* 
(6-30-79) 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  FS,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC1 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  FS,  Forest 
Products  Laboratory,  Madison,  WI*  (6-30- 
77) 

U3.  Department  of  Agriculture,  SCS,  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC1 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  SCS,  Engi¬ 
neering  and  Watershed  Planning  Unit, 
Portland.  OR*  (6-30-77) 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  SCS,  Soil 
Survey  Investigations  Unit,  Lincoln,  NE* 
(6-30-78) 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  SCS,  Soil 
Survey  Investigations  Unit,  Riverside,  CA* 
(6-30-77) 

U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  National  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Standards,  Health  Physics  Section, 
Gaithersburg,  MD  *  (6-30-80) 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  U.S.  Air  Force. 
AFCES/DL  Civil  Engineering  Center, 
Tyndall  AFB,  Panama  City,  FL*  (6-80-78) 
U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  U.S.  Air  Force, 
Air  Force  Cambridge  Research  Laboratories 
( AFSC),  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field, 
Bedford,  MA 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  UJ3.  Air  Force, 
Radiological  Health  Laboratory,  Wright- 
Patterson  AFB,  OH*  (6-30-81) 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  US.  Air  Force, 
Air  Force  Weapons  Laboratory,  Kirkland 
AFB,  Albuquerque.  NM  *  (6-30-76) 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  U.S.  Air  Force, 
Technical  Operations  Squadron,  McClellan 
AFB,  CA*  (5-31-78) 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  U.S.  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers,  Washington,  DC 1 
U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  US.  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers,  South  Atlantic  Division 
Laboratory,  Marietta,  GA*  (6-30-77) 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense.  U.S.  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers,  Engineer  Waterways  Experi¬ 
ment  Station,  Vicksburg,  MS*  (4-30-78) 
US.  Department  of  Defense,  US.  Army,  Elec¬ 
tronics  Command,  Institute  for  Explora¬ 
tory  Research,  Fort  Monmouth,  NJ 
U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  U.S.  Army  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Hygiene  Agency,  Aberdeen 
Proving  Ground.  MD*  (6-30-80) 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  U.S.  Army  Facil¬ 
ity  Engineering  Support  Agency,  Engineer¬ 
ing  Division.  Nuclear  Branch,  Fort  Belvolr, 
VA*  (6-30-79) 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  U.S.  Army  Mobile 
Equipment  Research  Development  Center, 
Countermine/Counter  Intrusion  Dept., 
Port  Bel  voir,  VA*  (6-30-79) 

US.  Department  of  Defense.  US.  Army, 
South  Pacific  Corps  of  Engineers,  Engi¬ 
neering  Division  Laboratory,  Sausallto, 
CA*  (6-30-78) 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  U.S.  Navy,  At¬ 
lantic  Division,  Naval  Facilities  Engineer¬ 
ing  Command,  Norfolk,  VA*  (6-30-76) 

U.S.  Department  of  Defense,  US.  Navy,  Na¬ 
val  Facilities  Engineering  Command,  Soil 
Mechanics  and  Paving  Branch,  Norfolk,  VA 
U.S.  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  National  Communicable  Disease 
Center,  Mycology  Branch,  Atlanta,  GA* 
(6-30-78) 

VS.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs,  Soil  Testing  Laboratory, 
Gallup,  NM 

VS.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Branch  of 
Central  Environmental  Geology,  Denver, 
CO  *  (6-30-76) 

US.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Engineering 
and  Research  Center,  Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion.  Denver,  CO*  (13-31-77) 

US.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Geological 
Survey,  Washington,  DC 1 
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Department  of  the  Interior,  U.S.  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey,  Branch  of  Analytical  Labo¬ 
ratories,  Res  ton,  VA  •  (6-31-78) 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Geological 
Survey,  Branch  of  Exploration  Research, 
Denver,  CO  *  (6-30-76) 

U.S.  Deportment  of  the  Interior,  Geological 
Survey,  Denver, CO*  (6-30-78) 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  US.  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey,  Hydrologic  Laboratory, 
Lakewood,  CO3  (3-31-78) 

U.S.  Department  of  the  Interior,  US.  Geo¬ 
logical  Survey,  Rock  Magnetics  Laboratory, 
Menlo  Park,  CA»  (12-31-76) 

US.  Department  of  the  Interior,  National 
Park  Service,  Ecological  Services  Division, 
Bay  St.  Louis,  MS 

US.  Department  of  the  Interior,  National 
Park  Service  Science  Center,  National 
Space  Technology  Labs.,  Bay  St.  Louis, 
MS  *  (6-30-76) 

US.  Department  of  Transportation,  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C.1 

U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  Vancouver,  WA* 
(6-30-77) 

U.S.  Department  of  Transportation,  Federal 
Highway  Administration,  Sevier  County 
Industrial  Park,  Sevierville,  TN  *  (6-30-76) 
US.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Pesti¬ 
cides  Monitoring  Laboratory,  Bay  St.  Louis, 
MS 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Rob¬ 
ert  Kerr  Laboratories,  Ada,  OK 


Valentine,  James  H.,  Lubbock,  TX 5  (6-30-77) 

Valmont  Industries,  Inc.,  Valley,  NE 

Value  Engineering  Company,  Alexandria,  VA 

Velsicol  Chemical  Corp.,  Chicago,  IL*  (6-30- 
80) 

Vermilion  Co.,  Farm  Bureau,  Danville,  IL 

Vermont,  University  of,  Burlington,  VT 

Virginia  Department  of  Highways,  Richmond, 
VA 

Virginia  Polytechnic  Institute,  Blacksburg, 

VA 

Virginia  Polytechnic  Institute  and  State  Uni¬ 
versity,  Department  of  Agronomy,  Soil  and 
Plant  Analysis,  Blacksburg,  VA*  (6-30-81) 

Virginia  Polytechnic  Institute  and  State  Uni¬ 
versity,  Biology  Department,  Blacksburg, 
VA*  (0-30-77) 

Virginia  Truck  Experiment  Station,  Painter, 
VA 

Virginia  Truck  Experiment  Station,  Virginia 
Beach,  VA 

Virginia,  University  of.  Department  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Sciences,  Charlottesville,  VA  * 
(6-30-77) 

Vlstron  Company,  Lima,  OH 


Wahler,  W.  A.,  &  Associates,  Palo  Alto,  CA* 
(4-30-79) 

Walker  Laboratories,  Columbia,  SC 
Walker  Laboratories,  Florence,  SC 
Ward  Engineering  Testing,  Inc.,  Atlanta,  GA 
Ward,  J.  S.,  A  Associates,  Caldwell,  NJ*  (6- 
80-76) 

Ward  Lind  Engineers,  Inc.,  Jackson,  MS 
Warf  Institute,  Inc.,  Madison,  WI 
Washington  State  University.  Department  of 
Botany,  Pullman,  WA  *  (6-30-76) 
Washington,  University  of.  College  of  For¬ 
est  Resources,  Seattle,  WA*  (6-30-81) 
Washington,  University  of.  Department  of 
Anthropology,  St.  Louis,  MO  *  (12-31-77) 
Washington,  University  of.  Department  of 
Biology,  St.  Louis,  MO  »  (6-30-76) 
Washington,  University  of.  Department  at 
Geological  Sciences,  Seattle,  WA*  (6-30- 
77) 

Washington,  University  of.  Laboratory  of  Ra¬ 
diation  Ecology.  Seattle,  WA*  (6-30-80) 
Washington  University,  St.  Louis,  MO 


Weber  State  College,  Department  of  Micro¬ 
biology,  Ogden  UT 

Western  Agricultural  Laboratory,  Redlands, 
CA  *  (6-30-77) 

Western  Research  Laboratories,  Niagara 
Chemical  Division,  FMC,  Richmond,  CA 
Westfall  Engineers,  Saratoga,  CA 
West  Virginia  Department  erf  Highways, 
Charleston,  WV 

West  Virginia,  University  of.  Soil  Testing 
Laboratory,  Morgantown,  WV 
W.’stvaco  Corp.,  Laurel  Research  Laboratory, 
Laurel,  MD 

Wharton  County  Junior  College,  Soil  Test¬ 
ing  Laboratory,  Wharton,  TX 
Whitaker  Laboratories,  Inc.,  Savannah,  GA 
Whittaker  Corp.,  San  Diego,  CA 
William  and  Marv,  College  of,  Williamsburg, 
VA 

Williams,  E.  V.,  Co.,  Inc.,  Virginia  Beach,  VA 
Wisconsin  Department  of  Transportation, 
Madison,  WI 

Wisconsin,  University  of.  Department  of  An¬ 
thropology,  Milwaukee,  WI*  (6-30-79) 
Wisconsin,  University  of.  Department  of  Soil 
Science,  Madison,  WI  *  (6-30-79) 

Wisconsin,  University  of.  Department  of  Ge¬ 
ography,  Milwaukee,  WI*  (6-30-77) 

Wolf’s,  Dr.,  Agricultural  Laboratories,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  FL  8  (6-30-80) 

Woodard  Research  Corp.,  Herndon,  VA 
Woodson-Tenent  Laboratories,  Memphis,  TN  * 
(6-30-80) 

Wood  ward -Clyde  Consultants,  San  Francisco, 
CA1* 

Woodward-Clyde  Consultants,  Clifton,  NJ* 

*  (6-30-81) 

Woodward-Clyde  Consultants,  Denver,  CO* 
(6-30-77) 

Woodward-Clyde  Consultants,  Plymouth 
Meeting,  PA  *  (6-80-78) 

Woodward-Clyde  Consultants,  San  Diego, 
CA*  (6-30-80) 

Woodward-Clyde  Consultants,  Houston,  TX* 
(6-30-78) 

Woodville  Lime  Products,  Woodvllle,  OH 
Wyoming.  University  of.  Department  of  Bot¬ 
any,  Laramie,  WY  *  (6-30-76) 

T 

Yakima  Testing  Laboratory,  Yakima,  WA* 
(6-30-79) 

Yale  University,  Department  of  Anthropol¬ 
ogy,  New  Haven,  CT  *  (6-80-76) 

Yale  University,  Department  of  Geology  & 
Geophysics,  New  Haven,  CT*  (6-30-78) 
Yale  University,  Greeley  Laboratories,  New 
Haven.  CT*  (6-30-77) 

Yeshlva  University,  New  York,  NY 
Yule,  Jordan,  and  Associates,  Camp  H1U,  PA 
Zeff  Associates.  Inc.,  Denver,  CO*  (6-30-76) 
Zoecon  Corp.,  Palo  Alto,  CA 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  July  1976. 

T.  G.  Darling, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Plant  Protection  and  Quaran¬ 
tine  Programs,  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Serv¬ 
ice. 


*  Approval  Includes  all  branch  laboratories 
In  conterminous  United  States. 

*  Approved  to  receive  soil  samples  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Subpart — Movement  of  Soli,  Stone, 
and  Quarry  Products  (7  CFR  330.300  et  seq.) 
only. 

*  Approved  to  receive  soli  samples  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Subpart — Movement  of  Soil.  Stone, 
and  Quarry  Products  (7  CFR  330300  et  seq.) 
and  pursuant  to  sections  301.48-3,  301.60-3, 
301.81-3,  and  301.86-3.  of  the  Japanese  beetle, 
wltehweed.  Imported  Are  ant,  and  golden 
nematode  regulations  (7  CFR  301.48-3,  301.- 
80-3,  301.81-3,  301.85-3). 


Note. — All  laboratories  not  designated  by 
footnote  2  are  approved  to  receive  soil  sam¬ 
ples  pursuant  to  sections  301.48-3,  301.80-3, 
301.81-3,  and  301.86-3,  of  the  Japanese  beetle, 
wltehweed.  Imported  fire  ant,  and  golden 
nematode  regulations  (7  CFR  301.48-3,  301.- 
80-3,  301.81-3,  301.85-3) .  A  date  after  a  name 
Indicates  when  approval  to  receive  soli  sam¬ 
ples  pursuant  to  Subpart — Movement  of 
Soil,  Stone,  and  Quarry  Products  (7  CFR 
330.300  et  seq.)  expires. 

[FR  Doc.76  20427  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


Rural  Electrification  Administration 

ARIZONA  ELECTRIC  POWER 
COOPERATIVE,  INC. 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Rural 
Electrification  Administration  intends  to 
prepare  a  draft  environmental  Impact 
statement  in  accordance  with  Section 
102(2)  (C)  of  the  National  Environmen¬ 
tal  Policv  Act  of  1969  in  connection  with 
an  anticipated  loan  guarantee  for  Ari¬ 
zona  Electric  Power  Cooperative,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  670T  Benson.  Arizona  85602, 
which  will  provide  financing  for  the  ini¬ 
tial  operation  and  development  of  strip 
mining  of  approximately  8,000  acres  of 
Gamerco  properties  located  near  Gallup, 
New  Mexico  in  McKinley  County. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  which  may  be  helpful  in 
preparing  the  draft  EIS. 

Comments  should  be  forwarded  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator,  Electric,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250,  with  a  copy  to  the  borrower 
whose  address  was  given  above.  Addi¬ 
tional  information  may  be  obtained  at 
the  borrower’s  office  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  9th 
day  of  July  1976. 

David  H.  Askegaard, 
Acting  Administrator,  Rural 
Electrification  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.76-20425  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Systems  of  Records 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  combin¬ 
ing  of  two  systems  of  records,  USDA/ 
FCIC-2  Adjuster’s  Report  (40  FR  38928, 
August  27.  1975)  and  USDA/FCIC-5 
High  Liability  Inspection  Form  (FCIC- 
424)  (40  FR  38929,  August  27,  1975)  into 
a  single  system  of  records  known  as 
USDA/FCIC-2  Inspector’s  Report 
(FCTC-26) .  Records  formerly  filed  in  the 
two  previous  systems  of  records  have 
been  combined  into  this  single  new  sys¬ 
tem  of  records.  The  two  systems  of  rec¬ 
ords  were  combined  because  they  both 
involve  analysis  of  the  fanning  practices 
of  the  farmer  and  the  potential  capabili¬ 
ties  and  risks  of  the  farm. 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(e)(ll),  in¬ 
terested  persons  are  invited  to  submit 
written  comments  on  this  system  of  rec¬ 
ords  change.  Comments  may  be  sub- 
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mitted  to:  Director,  Research  and  Oper¬ 
ations  Division,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250.  All  comments 
must  be  received  on  or  before  August  16, 
1976. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  no¬ 
tice  is  hereby  given  of  the  following  sys¬ 
tem  of  records: 

USDA/FCIC-2 

System  name: 

Inspector’s  Report  (FCIC-26) ,  USDA/ 
FCIC 

System  location: 

Regional  Underwriting  Offices  and  Re¬ 
gional  Offices  located  below: 

Southwest  Region:  50th  &  North  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Suite  1210, 50  Penn  Place,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Oklahoma  73118. 

Northwest  Region:  2602  First  Avenue 
North,  Room  217,  Billings,  Montana 
59101. 

Southeast  Region:  Room  M-116,  401 
North  Patterson  Street,  U.S.  Post  Office 
and  Federal  Building,  Valdosta,  Georgia 
31601. 

North  Central  Region:  Federal  Build¬ 
ing  and  U.S.  Courthouse,  600  East  Mon¬ 
roe  Street,  Room  106,  Springfield.  Illi¬ 
nois  62701. 

Regional  Offices : 

Fresno,  California 
Indianapolis,  Indiana 
Des  Moines,  Iowa 
Manhattan,  Kansas 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota 
Jackson,  Mississippi 
Billings,  Montana 
Lincoln,  Nebraska 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina 
Bismarck,  North  Dakota 
Columbia,  South  Carolina 
Nashville,  Tennessee 
College  Station,  Texas 
Spokane,  Washington 

Addresses  of  each  Regional  Office  are 
listed  in  the  telephone  directories  of  the 
respective  cities  listed  above  under  the 
heading  “United  States  Government,  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation.” 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 

system : 

Policyholders  whose  land  productivity 
and/or  farming  practices  are  found  to 
warrant  a  change  in  their  actuarial 
classification  or  individuals  who  have 
filed  applications  for  Insurance  with  the 
total  anticipated  liability  which  sub¬ 
stantially  exceeds  the  average  for  the 
area. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  system: 

7  U.S.C.  1501-1520;  7  CFR  2.67. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in  the 
system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

(1)  Referral  to  the  appropriate 
agency,  whether  Federal,  State,  local  or 
foreign,  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  investigating  or  prosecuting  a  viola¬ 
tion  of  law,  or  of  enforcing  or  imple¬ 
menting  the  statute,  rule,  regulation  or 
order  issued  pursuant  thereto,  of  any 


record  within  this  system  when  infor¬ 
mation  available  indicates  a  violation  or 
potential  violation  of  law,  whether  aris¬ 
ing  by  general  statute  or  particular  pro¬ 
gram  statute,  or  by  rule,  regulation  or 
order  issued  pursuant  thereto. 

(2)  Referral  to  a  court,  magistrate  or 
administrative  tribunal,  or  to  opposing 
counsel  in  a  proceeding  before  any  of 
the  above,  of  any  record  within  the  sys¬ 
tem  which  constitutes  evidence  in  that 
proceeding,  or  which  is  sought  in  the 
course  of  discovery. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  retriev¬ 
ing,  accessing,  retaining  and  dispos¬ 
ing  of  records  in  the  system: 

Storage : 

Records  are  maintained  in  file  folders. 
Retrievability : 

Records  are  indexed  by  state,  county, 
and  policy  number. 

Safeguards : 

Records  are  accessible  only  to  author¬ 
ized  personnel  and  are  maintained  in  of¬ 
fices  which  are  locked  during  nonduty 
hours. 

Retention  and  disposal : 

Records  are  normally  retained  for  two 
years  following  the  crop  year  in  which 
the  reports  were  prepared.  Records  for 
disposal  are  delivered  to  custodial  serv¬ 
ices  for  disposal  as  waste  paper. 

System  managcr(s)  and  address: 

Manager,  Federal  Crop  Insurance 
Corporation,  USDA,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250. 

Notification  procedure : 

An  individual  may  request  Information 
regarding  this  system  of  records,  or  in¬ 
formation  as  to  whether  the  system  con¬ 
tains  records  pertaining  to  himself  from 
the  Director,  Actuarial  Division,  Federal 
Crop  Insurance  Corporation,  USDA, 
8930  Ward  Parkway,  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri  64114,  or  the  Regional  Underwrit¬ 
ing  Supervisor  at  the  appropriate  address 
previously  furnished.  A  request  for  in¬ 
formation  pertaining  to  an  individual 
should  contain  (1)  individual’s  name  and 
address,  (7)  state(s)  and  county(ies) 
where  farm(s)  is  located,  and  (3)  the  in¬ 
dividual’s  policy  number(s),  if  known. 

Record  access  procedures : 

Any  individual  may  obtain  informa¬ 
tion  as  to-the  procedures  for  gaining  ac¬ 
cess  to  a  record  in  the  system  which  per¬ 
tains  to  him  by  submitting  a  written  re¬ 
quest  to  the  appropriate  official  referred 
to  in  the  preceding  paragraph. 

Contesting  record  procedures : 

Same  as  access  procedure. 

Record  source  categories : 

Information  in  this  system  comes 
sometimes  from  the  applicant  for  insur¬ 
ance.  the  FCIC  employee  inspecting  the 
farming  operation,  and  in  some  cases, 
acreage  and  yield  data  obtained  from  the 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service. 


Dated:  July  12.  1976. 

Earl  L.  Butz, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20630  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

COMPUTERS  SYSTEMS  TECHNICAL 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Partially  Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
App.  I  (IV,  1974) ,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Computer  Systems 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  will  be 
held  on  Tuesday,  August  12, 1976,  at  9:30 
a.m.  in  Room  6802,  Main  Commerce 
Building,  14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Computer  Systems  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  was  initially  estab¬ 
lished  on  January  3,  1973.  On  Decem¬ 
ber  20,  1974,  the  Acting  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Administration  approved  the  re¬ 
charter  and  extension  of  the  Committee 
for  two  additional  years,  pursuant  to 
Section  5(c)(1)  of  the  Export  Admin¬ 
istration  Act  of  1969,  as  amended,  50 
U.S.C.  App.  Sec.  2404(c)  (1)  and  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act. 

The  Committee  advises  the  Office  of 
Export  Administration,  Bureau  of  East- 
West  Trade,  with  respect  to  questions 
involving  technical  matters,  world-wide 
availability  and  actual  utilization  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  technology,  and  licensing 
procedures  which  may  affect  the  level 
of  export  controls  applicable  to  computer 
systems,  including  technical  data  related 
thereto,  and  Including  those  whose  ex¬ 
port  is  subject  to  multilateral  (COCOM) 
controls. 

The  Committee  meeting  agenda  has 
four  parts: 

General  Session 

(1)  Opening  remarks  by  the  Chairman. 

(2)  Presentation  of  papers  or  comments  by 
the  public. 

(3)  Reports  on  the  work  programs  of  the 
Subcommittees : 

(a)  Technology  Transfer; 

(b)  Foreign  AvaUability; 

(c)  Licensing  Procedures;  and 

(d)  Hardware. 

Executive  Session 

(4)  Discussion  of  matters  properly 
classified  under  Executive  Order  11652,  deal¬ 
ing  with  the  U.8.  and  COCOM  control  pro¬ 
gram  and  strategic  criteria  related  thereto. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
the  General  Session,  at  which  a  limited 
number  of  seats  will  be  available.  To  the 
extent  time  permits  members  of  the 
public  may  present  oral  statements  to  the 
Committee.  Written  statements'  may  be 
submitted  at  any  time  before  or  after 
the  meeting. 

With  respect  to  agenda  item  (4),  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce  for 
Administration,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  delegate  of  the  General  Counsel, 
formally  determined  on  November  11, 
1975,  pursuant  to  Section  10(d)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  that 
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the  matters  to  be  discussed  in  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Session  should  be  exempt  from 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  relating  to 
open  meetings  and  public  participation 
therein,  because  the  Executive  Session 
will  be  concerned  with  matters  listed  in 
5  U.S.C.  552(b)(1),  Le.,  it  is  specifically 
required  by  Executive  Order  11652  that 
they  be  kept  confidential  in  the  interest 
of  the  National  security.  All  materials  to 
be  reviewed  and  discussed  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  during  the  Executive  Session  of 
the  meeting  have  been  properly  classified 
under  the  Executive  Order.  All  Commit¬ 
tee  members  have  appropriate  security 
clearances. 

Minutes  of  the  open  portion  of  the 
meeting  will  be  available  upon  written 
request  addressed  to  the  Freedom  of  In¬ 
formation  Officer,  Room  3100,  Domestic 
and  International  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

For  further  information,  contact  Mr. 
Charles  C.  Swanson,  Director,  Operations 
Division,  Office  of  Export  Administration, 
Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration,  Room  1617M,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  telephone:  A/C  202-377-4196. 

The  complete  Notice  of  Determination 
to  close  portions  of  the  series  of  meetings 
of  the  Computer  Systems  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  and  of  any  subcom¬ 
mittees  thereof,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  5,  1975 
(40  FR  56960). 

Date:  July  13, 1976. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 

Director  Office  of  Export  Admin¬ 
istration,  Bureau  of  East-West 
Trade,  V.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

[FR  Doc.76-20560  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


NUMERICALLY  CONTROLLED  MACHINE 

TOOL  TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  COMMIT¬ 
TEE 

Partially  Closed  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
App.  I  (Supp.  IV,  1974),  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Numeri¬ 
cally  Controlled  Machine  Tool  Techni¬ 
cal  Advisory  Committee  will  be  held  on 
Wednesday,  August  4,  1976,  at  9:30  a.m. 
in  Room  3817.  Main  Commerce  Build¬ 
ing,  14th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Numerically  Controlled  Machine 
Tool  Technical  Advsory  Committee  was 
initially  established  on  January  3,  1973. 
On  December  20,  1974,  the  Acting  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Administration  ap¬ 
proved  the  recharter  and  extension  of 
the  Committee  for  two  additional  years, 
pursuant  to  Section  5(c)  (1)  of  the  Ex¬ 
port  Administration  Act  of  1969,  as 
amended,  50  UJ3.C.  App.  Sec.  2404(c) 
(1)  and  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act. 

The  Committee  advises  the  Office  of 
Export  Administration,  Bureau  of  East- 
West  Trade,  with  respect  to  questions 
Involving  technical  matters,  world-wide 


availability  and  actual  utilization  of 
production  and  technology,  and  licensing 
procedures  which  may  affect  the  level 
of  export  controls  applicable  to  numeri¬ 
cally  controlled  machine  tools,  includ¬ 
ing  technical  data  related  thereto,  and 
including  those  whose  export  is  subject 
to  multilateral  (COCOM)  controls. 

The  Committee  meeting  agenda  has 
five  parts: 

General  Session 

(1)  Opening  remarks  by  the  Chairman 

(2)  Presentation  of  papers  or  comments 
by  the  public 

(8)  Discussion  of  work  program  of  the 
Committee 

(4)  Reports  ol  Subcommittees : 

(a)  New  Technology 

(b)  Foreign  availability 

(c)  Definitions 

Executive  Session 

(5)  Discussion  of  matters  properly  clas¬ 
sified  under  Executive  Order  11652,  dealing 
with  the  U.S.  and  COCOM  control  program 
and  strategic  criteria  related  thereto. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend 
the  General  Session,  at  which  a  limited 
number  of  seats  will  be  available.  To  the 
extent  time  permits  members  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  may  present  oral  statements  to  the 
Committee.  Written  statements  may  be 
submitted  at  any  time  before  or  after  the 
meeting. 

With  respect  to  agenda  item  (5),  the 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of  Commerce 
for  Administration,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  delegate  of  the  General 
Counsel,  formally  determined  on  No¬ 
vember  25,  1975  pursuant  to  Section  10 
(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  that  the  matters  to  be  discussed  in 
the  Executive  Session  should  be  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Act  relating  to 
open  meetings  and  public  participation 
therein,  because  the  Executive  Session 
will  be  concerned  with  matters  listed  in 
5  U.S.C.  552(b)(1),  l.e.,  it  is  specifically 
required  by  Executive  Order  11652  that 
they  be  kept  confidential  in  the  interest 
of  the  national  security.  AH  materials  to 
be  reviewed  and  discussed  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  during  the  Executive  Session  of 
the  meeting  have  been  properly  classified 
under  the  Executive  Order.  All  Commit¬ 
tee  members  have  appropriate  security 
clearances. 

Copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  open  por¬ 
tion  of  the  meeting  will  be  available  upon 
written  request  addressed  to  the  Free¬ 
dom  of  Information  Officer,  Domestic 
and  International  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  Room  3100,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

For  further  information,  contact  Mr. 
Charles  C.  Swanson,  Director,  Operations 
Division,  Office  of  Export  Administra¬ 
tion,  Domestic  and  International  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration,  Room  1617M,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  telephone:  A/C  202/377-4196. 

The  Complete  Notice  of  Determina¬ 
tion  to  dose  portions  of  the  series  of 
meetings  of  the  Numerically  Controlled 
Machine  Tod  Technical  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  and  of  any  subcommittees  thereof, 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  12,  1975  (40  FR  57817)  and 


amended  on  February  19,  1976  (41  FR 
7536). 

Date:  July  13, 1976. 

Rauer  H.  Meyer, 

Director,  Office  of  Export  Administra¬ 
tion,  Bureau  of  East-West  Trade, 
V.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 

[FR  Doc.76-20557  Filed  7-16-76:8:45  am] 


Domestic  and  International  Business 
Administration 

SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  EXPORT  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION  OF  THE  PRESIDENT’S  EXPORT 

COUNCIL 

Open  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
App.  I  (Supp.  IV,  1974),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Export  Administration  of  the 
President’s  Export  Council  will  be  held 
on  Wednesday,  August  4, 1976,  at  10  a.m., 
in  Room  4832,  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  14th  Street  and  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Subcommittee  was  established  re¬ 
cently  to  advise  the  President  and  the 
Department  of  Commerce  on  ways  to  en¬ 
able  the  Government  to  deal  realistically 
and  effectively  with  the  problems  of  the 
business  community  regarding  export  li¬ 
censing  as  affected  by  national  security 
and  foreign  policy  considerations. 

This  is  the  first  meeting  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee.  Following  remarks  by  Elliot 
L.  Richardson,  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
the  Subcommittee  will  be  briefed  on 
progress  to  date  in  the  administration  of 
the  export  control  program.  The  Sub¬ 
committee  will  then  proceed  to  outline 
areas  to  be  considered  at  future  meet¬ 
ings.  Also  to  be  considered  is  a  review 
of  current  legislative  activity  relating  to 
extension  and  amendment  of  the  Ex¬ 
port  Administration  Act  of  1969. 

Hie  meeting  will  be  open  to  public  ob¬ 
servation  with  allowance  for  oral  com¬ 
ments  or  questions  by  the  public  which 
do  not  exceed  ten  minutes  each. 

More  extensive  questions  or  comments 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  before 
July  30, 1976.  Other  public  statements  re¬ 
garding  Subcommittee  affairs  may  be 
submitted  at  any  time  before  or  after  the 
meeting. 

Approximately  20  seats  will  be  availa¬ 
ble  for  the  public  (including  5  seats  re¬ 
served  for  media  representatives)  on  a 
first-come,  first-served  basis. 

Copies  of  minutes  will  be  available  30 
days  after,  the  meeting  upon  written  re¬ 
quest. 

Persons  who  wish  to  attend  the  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  Katherine  Ignowski, 
Office  of  the  Director,  Bureau  of  East- 
West  Trade,  Domestic  and  international 
Business  Administration,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20230,  telephone  (202)  377-5753. 

Arthur  T.  Downey, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  East-West  Trade. 

July  7,  1976, 

[FR  Doc.76-20518  Filed  7-15-76,8:45  am] 
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UNIVERSITY  OF  PITTSBURGH 

Decision  on  Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry 
of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  Is  a  decision  on  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  duty-free  entry  of  a  scienti¬ 
fic  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of 
the  Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  importation  Act  of  1998  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat  897)  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  issued  thereunder  as  amended  (15 
CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
during  ordinary  business  hours  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce,  at  the  Office 
of  Import  Programs,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  Number:  75-00358-01-77040. 
Applicant:  University  of  Pittsburgh,  De¬ 
partment  of  Chemistry,  234  Chemistry 
Building,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania 
15260.  Article:  Mass  Spectrometer,  Model 
Ch  5DP  with  accessories.  Manufatcurer: 
Varian  MAT,  West  Germany.  Intended 
use  of  article:  The  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  to  provide  a  rapid  and  concise 
analysis  of  a  wide  variety  of  research 
samples,  and  application  of  mass  spec¬ 
troscopy  to  forensic  pathology  and  the 
computerized  analysis  of  complex  mix¬ 
tures  of  a  wide  variety  of  compounds. 
Specific  investigations  include  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 

(1)  The  synthesis  of  materials  of  bio¬ 
logical  importance  and  the  development 
of  new  strategies  for  future  synthetic 
undertakings, 

(2)  Studies  involving  chemical  reac¬ 
tion  intermediates  and  of  their  role  in 
synthesis  and  elucidation  of  their  role  in 
organic  reactions, 

(3)  Studies  into  possible  reactive 
Intermediate  states  and  reactions,  such 
as  the  exploring  of  organometallic 
chemistry  of  the  bicyclo  2.2,0  hexadiene 
and  bicyclo  2.2.0  hexatriene  system, 

(4)  Determination  of  the  precise 
mechanistic  details  of  a  reaction  which 
is  important  In  obtaining  the  best  reac¬ 
tion  conditions  for  obtaining  a  certain 
product, 

(5)  Investigations  into  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  conformation  of  peptides  and 
proteins  in  solution  performed  by  ob¬ 
serving  the  deuterium  exchange  in  aque¬ 
ous  solution, 

(6)  Synthesis  of  the  tumor  inhibitor 
vernolepin  and  related  compounds  and 
the  synthesis  of  prostaglandins  and  pro¬ 
staglandin-like  molecules, 

(7)  Investigation  into  the  analysis  of 
structures  of  many  types  of  compounds. 

In  addition,  the  article  is  intended  to 
be  used  for  educational  purposes  in  the 
following  courses: 

(1)  Chem  170  and  171  Undergraduate 
Research  and  Seminar. 

(2)  Chem  138  and  139  Techniques  of 
Organic  Research  and  Laboratory. 

(3)  Chem  330  Advanced  Topics  in 
Organic  Chemistry. 

(4)  Chem  297  Teaching  of  Chemistry. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 

received  with  respect  to  this  application. 
On  April  14,  1975,  a  letter  was  received 
from  Nuclide  which  stated  Inter  alia 
that  in  its  response  to  the  applicant’s 


Request  for  Proposal  373820,  Nuclide 
stated  "•  •  •  the  12-900 (DP) ,  its  PI/ 
FD/EI  source  and  data  processing  sys¬ 
tem  we  have  quoted  meet  or  exceed  all 
your  specifications  *  •  This  letter, 
which  was  received  after  expiration  of 
the  period  for  comment,  was  treated  as 
an  offer  to  provide  additional  Informa¬ 
tion  In  accordance  with  Subsection  301.- 
10  of  the  regulations  (15  C.P.R.  §301.10). 
Although  this  letter  was  characterized 
as  “comments’’,  only  factual  information 
from  this  material  (such  as  copies  of 
Nuclide’s  prior  correspondence  with  the 
applicant)  was  utilized  by  either  our 
consultants  or  the  Department  in  re¬ 
viewing  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  denied.  An  in¬ 
strument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  applicant,  in  response  to 
Question  8,  alleged  that  certain  of  the 
article’s  features  which  are  pertinent  to 
the  purposes  for  which  the  article  is  in¬ 
tended  to  be  used  aie  not  matched  in 
comparable  domestic  instruments.  A  dis¬ 
cussion  of  these  features  and  similar 
features  offered  by  Nuclide  in  its  response 
to  the  applicant’s  request  for  quote 
(RPQ)  373820  follows: 

FIELD  DESORPTION — FIELD  IONIZATION — 
ELECTRON  IMPACT  (FD/FI/EI)  SOURCE 

The  applicant  has  confidence  in  the 
source  of  the  article  but  does  not  have 
similar  confidence  in  the  source  offered 
by  Nuclide.  The  article’s  FD/FI/EI 
source  has  an  emitter  probe  assembly  of 
rigid  construction  which  the  applicant 
states  precludes  the  need  for  external 
emitter  positioning  controls  to  obtain 
maximum  efficiency.  Nuclide  offered  an 
FD/FI/EI  system  capable  of  using  blade 
and  wire  type  emitters  which  permits 
adjustment  of  the  position  of  the  probe 
through  external  controls  while  the 
source  is  being  operated.  The  applicant 
terms  such  controls  a  time  consuming 
variable  unnecessary  in  a  probe  of  the 
article’s  construction  and  claims  there 
has  never  been  a  successful  demonstra¬ 
tion  of  the  full  function  of  Nuclide’s 
source  whereas  the  daily  utility  of  the 
article’s  source  has  been  clearly  demon¬ 
strated. 

m  support  of  claims  relating  to  the 
inadequacy  of  Nuclide’s  source,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  cites  discussions  with  “the  great¬ 
est  user  of  the  Nuclide  12-90G(DF)  with 
FD/FI/EI  sources  (one  of  three  sold)” 
wherein  lack  of  precision  in  the  position¬ 
ing  of  the  emitter  wire  and  deficiencies  in 
the  emitters  themselves  is  said  to  be  the 
reason  for  unsuccessful  performance  in 
the  FD  mode.  The  applicant  also  states 
that  the  only  recommendation  Nuclide 
supplied  was  from  an  experiment  per¬ 
formed  with  a  source  mounted  in  a  bell 
jar,  not  In  a  mass  spectrometer;  that 
Nuclide  did  not  provide  specifications 
and  performance  data;  and  that  no  lab¬ 
oratories  are  using  the  Nuclide  source 
on  a  daily  basis.  However,  a  review  of 
Nuclide’s  detailed  response  to  RFQ 
373820  revealed  the  following: 


(1)  Nuclide  has  been  offering  an  FD- 
FI  probe  Bince  shortly  after  the  inception 
of  the  two  techniques  (1954)  and  the 
firm  has  been  continuously  Improving  its 
product.  The  probe  offered  to  the  appli¬ 
cant  is  termed  “third  generation”  design. 
Nuclide  also  pointed  out  that  Its  emitter 
preparation  system  is  presently  being  re¬ 
designed  to  incorporate  provisions  for 
preparing  emitters  more  reliably  “based 
on  new  developments  made  in  the  U.S. 
this  past  year.”  It  was  further  pointed 
out  that  differences  in  the  conditioning 
of  the  emitter  wire  (performed  by  the 
user)  might  be  one  of  the  main  reasons 
for  the  greatly  different  sensitivities 
which  various  workers  have  achieved 
for  seemingly  nearly  identical  systems 
and  conditions. 

(2)  Nuclide  did  provide  the  applicant 
with  data  obtained  from  bell-jar  experi¬ 
ments  intended  to  demonstrate  that  a 
very  slight  change  in  positioning  greatly 
effected  emission.  It  was  also  pointed 
out,  however,  that  the  phenomena  ob¬ 
served  in  the  bell- jar  were  also  observed 
in  the  actual  instrument  and  positioning 
was  found  to  be  even  more  critical  to 
emission  (a  summary  of  these  results 
was  provided) .  Nuclide  further  suggested 
that  the  conservative  sensitivity  speci¬ 
fications  of  the  foreign  article  might  be 
related  to  difficulties  in  repositioning. 

(3)  Achieving  optimum  probe  posi¬ 
tioning  is  very  important  to  achieving 
high  sensitivity.  Nuclide  noted  that  it  dif¬ 
fered  with  the  manufacturer  of  the  arti¬ 
cle  on  philosophy  of  probe  design  but 
stated  that  the  Nuclide  design  assures 
achieving  the  best  sensitivity  the  FI  or 
FD  technique  can  give  withflut  degrad¬ 
ing  El  performance.  Several  advantages 
of  an  adjustable  probe  system  over  a 
rigid  probe  system  were  pointed  out  (e.g., 
compensation  for  emission  from  differ¬ 
ent  locations  on  the  emitter  wire; 
compensation  for  heat  distortion;  com¬ 
pensation  for  difficulties  in  precise  repo¬ 
sitioning  and  compatibility  with  blades, 
wires  or  as  yet  undesigned  emitters). 
More  importantly  Nuclide  clearly  offered 
to  meet  or  exceed  all  specifications  of 
the  source  other  than  design  in  the  above 
cited  proposal  to  the  applicant.  This  in¬ 
cluded  specifications  for  time  (samples/ 
hour  and  shifting  from  one  mode  to 
another) ,  sensitivity,  resolution,  etc.  We 
find  this  offer  to  be  the  equivalent  of  a 
guarantee.  We  note  that  Subsection 
301.11  of  the  regulations  stipulates  that 
“guaranteed  specifications”  win  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  comparison  of  the  foreign 
article  and  the  most  closely  comparable 
domestic  instrument. 

RESOLUTION 

The  guaranteed* resolution  of  the  for¬ 
eign  article  Is  25,000  (10%  vaUey).  The 
12-90G(DF)  has  a  guaranteed  resolu¬ 
tion  of  30,000  (10%  valley).  The  appli¬ 
cant  states  that  a  considerable  loss  in 
sensitivity  accompanies  the  increase  in 
resolution  with  the  domestic  instrument. 
Wte  note,  however,  that  the  foreign  arti¬ 
cle  also  loses  sensitivity  as  resolution  is 
increased  and  that  Nuclide  stated  that 
Its  Instrument  can  exceed  the  sensitivity 
specifications  in  the  applicant’s  RFQ  at 
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all  resolutions  given  (up  to  20,000;  10% 
valley).  Nuclide  further  pointed  out  to 
the  applicant  that  as  molecular  weight 
of  the  sample  increases  or  resolution  in¬ 
creases  beyond  10,000,  the  domestic  in¬ 
strument,  with  a  larger  analyzer  radius 
and  higher  ion  accelerating  voltage, 
gains  an  increasing  sensitivity  advantage 
over  the  foreign  article. 

The  applicant  also  stated  a  require¬ 
ment  for  examination  of  a  sample  in 
both  low-  and  high-resolution  modes. 
This  capability  is  accomplished,  in  the 
case  of  the  foreign  article,  through  the 
use  of  electrically  operated,  continuously 
variable  source  slits.  (It  is  the  capability 
of  variation  of  resolution  that  is  perti¬ 
nent.  The  variable  slits  feature  of  the 
article,  which  confers  this  capability,  is  a 
design  specification  that  is  not,  itself, 
pertinent. )  Nuclide  offered  to  provide  the 
capability  requested  by  the  applicant 
(i.e.,  rapid  switchover  from  low  resolu¬ 
tion.  e.g.,  750  to  high  resolution,  e.g., 
15,000*.  Nuclide,  however,  offered  6  ex¬ 
ternally  adjustable  slits  selected  by  the 
buyer  ranging  from  .0001"  or  .0005"  to 
.030".  Nuclide  further  offered,  as  an 
option,  electromechanical  means  of 
variation  of  resolution  (slits)  from  the 
front  panel.  In  this  connection,  we  note 
that  continuously  variable  slits  were  a 
standard  feature  of  the  12-90-G  before 
Nuclide  opted  in  favor  of  fixed  slits. 
Thus,  provision  of  continuously  variable 
slits  is  already  within  Nuclide’s  capabil¬ 
ity. 

SENSITIVITY 

As  noted  in  the  discussion  of  the  PD/ 
PI/EI  source  and  resolution,  Nuclide 
offered  to  meet  or  exceed  the  applicant’s 
stated  sensitivity  specifications. 

SOLID  SAMPLE  PROBES 

The  applicant  states  this  probe  is 
specified  to  have  a  temperature  precision 
of  it 0.5°  C,  that  temperature  is  auto¬ 
matically  programmable  from  ambient 
to  400°  C  and  that  sample  temperature 
should  be  independent  of  source  tem¬ 
perature.  The  specifications  in  RFQ 
373820  are  based  on  the  specifications  of 
the  foreign  article.  The  RFQ  specifies 
temperature  stability  of  ±0.5°  C  at 
250*  C,  probe  system  equipped  with  a 
temperature  controlled  heating  unit,  pro¬ 
grammability  between  3  seconds  (flash 
evaporation)  and  several  minutes  for  the 
temperature  range  20°  C  to  450°  C  and 
final  temperature  preselectable.  Nuclide 
offered  either  one  special  probe  with 
temperature  programmer  or  two  probes 
covering  the  specified  temperature  range 
(-100°  C  to  450°  C).  Nuclide  informed 
the  applicant  that,  in  instances  involving 
a  difference  in  detail  between  its  quote 
and  the  requirements  of  RFQ  373820, 
absence  of  a  comment  meant  the  spe¬ 
cification  is  accepted  as  written  and  will 
be  met  or  exceeded.  Nuclide’s  only  com¬ 
ment  was  to  offer  the  applicant  a  choice 
of  one  probe  or  two  probes. 

In  reply  to  Question  7  the  applicant 
referred  to  a  requirement  for  a  reverse 
Nier-Johnson  configuration  of  the  mag¬ 
netic  and  electrostatic  analyzers  to  ob¬ 
tain  metastable  ions  as  well  as  a  require¬ 


ment  for  a  computer  system.  Although 
the  applicant  does  not  state  that  these 
feaures  were  not  available  domestically, 
we  note  that  Nuclide  offered  the  reverse 
configuration  of  analyzers,  matching 
metastable  capabilities  and  a  data  sys¬ 
tem  which  meets  or  exceeds  specifica¬ 
tions  in  the  RFQ. 

Nuclide  did  inform  the  applicant  that 
it  would  not  be  able  to  match  the  delivery 
time  requested  but  the  applicant  states, 
in  response  to  Question  8(d) ,  that  exces¬ 
sive  delivery  time  is  not  applicable. 

The  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  (HEW)  reviewed  this  appli¬ 
cation  and  noted  that  the  features 
offered  by  Nuclide  were  scientifically 
equivalent  to  the  features  cited  by  the 
applicant  as  a  justification  for  duty-free 
entry.  Accordingly,  HEW  recommended 
that  the  application  be  denied  because 
the  applicant  has  not  identified  a  fea¬ 
ture.  which  is  pertinent  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  §  301.2(n>  of  the  regulations,  upon 
which  duty-free  entry  can  be  based. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  we  find  that 
Model  12-90-G(DF)  manufactured  by 
Nuclide  is  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  such  purposes 
as  this  article  is  intended  to  be  used. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

•  \  Richard  M.  Seppa, 

Director, 

Special  Import  Programs  Division. 

|FR  Doc  76-20521  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


Economic  Development  Administration 
SHRIMP-FISHING  INDUSTRY 
Study  of  the  Producing  Firms 

,  Summary 

The  Department  of  Commerce  has  con¬ 
ducted  a  study  of  firms  in  the  shrimp¬ 
fishing  industry  pursuant  to  section  264 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974.  Such  a  study  is 
required  whenever  the  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission  makes  an  industry 
investigation  under  Section  201  of  the 
Act.  On  May  11,  1976,  the  Commission 
submitted  to  the  President  its  report  on 
the  shrimping  industry.  The  Commission 
determined  (by  a  vote  of  3  to  2,  with  one 
abstention)  that  the  U.S.  shrimp-fishing 
industry  is  suffering  serious  injury  from 
increased  imports  of  shrimp  and  recom¬ 
mended  that  import  relief  in  the  form  of 
adjustment  assistance  be  provided  to  the 
domestic  industry  catching  and  landing 
shrimp. 

In  cases  where  the  Commission  recom¬ 
mends  the  provision  of  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  section  202  of  the  Trade  Act 
specifies  that  the  President  shall  direct 
the  Secretaries  of  Labor  and  Commerce 
to  give  expeditious  consideration  to  the 
petitions  for  adjustment  assistance  from 
affected  workers,  firms  and  communities. 
Section  202  also  states  that  in  the  case  of 
an  affirmative  finding  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  President  shall  determine 
whether  to  provide  import  relief  and 
what  method  and  amount  of  such  relief 
will  be  provided  in  addition  to  the  ex¬ 
peditious  consideration  of  petitions. 


Shrimp  are  mostly  used  as  human 
food,  but  small  quantities  are  used  as  fish 
bait.  This  report  is  primarily  concerned 
with  the  shrimp-catching  and  shrimp- 
landing  industry  whose  products  are 
fresh  shrimp,  .but  more  Importantly 
shrimp  packed  in  ice  or  frozen  on  board 
the  vessel  after  the  “head”  (head,  thorax, 
legs,  viscera)  has  been  removed.  The 
edible  “tall”  represents  about  50  percent 
of  the  animal’s  weight.  Thus,  most 
shrimp  are  landed  and  sold  on  a  “head- 
off,  shell-on”  basis.  For  purposes  of  com¬ 
mercial  grading,  shrimp  are  classified 
by  color  (brown,  white,  pink)  and  size 
(the  “count”  is  the  number  of  shrimp 
per  pound)  which  depends  on  species  and 
stage  of  growth.  Generally  speaking, 
warm-water  shrimp  have  a  life  cycle  of 
about  1  year,  grow  faster,  and  are  larger 
than  cold-water  shrimp.  The  smaller 
Northern  cold-water  shrimp  are  mostly 
pink  in  color,  with  a  4-  or  5-year  life 
cycle,  but  they  reach  commercial  size  in 
about  3  years. 

Major  U.S.  shrimping  areas  are  located 
in  tropical  and  subtropical  coastal  waters 
of  the  Southeast  Coast  and  the  Gulf  of 
Mexico.  Cold-water  shrimping  areas  are 
located  off  the  New  England  Coast  in  the 
Atlantic  and  along  the  coast  of  Alaska 
to  northern  California  in  the  Pacific. 

Worldwide  production  6t  shrimp  has 
almost  doubled  in  the  last  decade.  The 
U.S.  and  Japan  are  the  major  buyers  in 
the  international  market.  High  prices 
and  ready  markets  have  brought  some  of 
the  less-developed  countries  into  the  pic¬ 
ture  as  suppliers.  Reproduction  of  shrimp 
depends  on  many  natural  factors  and 
shrimp  populations  vary  from  year  to 
year. 

U.S.  shrimp  landings  reached  a  peak  of 
237  million  pounds  (“heads-off”)  in  1971 
and  then  declined  steadily  to  208  million 
pounds  in  1975.  Apparent  consumption 
of  shrimp  in  the  U.S.  grew  in  the  early 
1970’s  to  a  peak  of  440  million  pounds  in 
1974  and  then  declined  to  415  million 
pounds  in  1975.  The  ratio  of  imported 
shrimp  to  domestic  production  fluctuated 
in  the  first  half  of  the  1970’s  between  a 
low  of  81  percent  in  1971  to  112  percent 
in  1974.  In  absolute  figures,  U.S.  imports 
of  shrimp  declined  from  a  peak  of  254 
million  pounds  in  1974  to  216  million 
pounds  in  1975.  Employment  aboard  U.S. 
shrimping  vessels  totals  an  estimated 
21,550  persons,  including  many  part-time 
employees. 

A  combination  of  adverse  factors  af¬ 
fected  the  shrimp-fishing  industry  in 
1974.  U.S.  landings  declined  because  of 
natural  factors,  particularly  along  the 
U.S.  South  Atlantic  and  Gulf  Coasts,  the 
major  U.S.  shrimping  areas.  In  the  same 
year,  the  Japanese  reduced  their  imports 
of  shrimp  and  the  available  supply  ap¬ 
parently  was  diverted  to  the  U.S.  market. 
Imports  started  to  climb  from  the  early 
part  of  the  year,'  and  domestic  invento¬ 
ries  of  frozen  shrimp  were  reduced  signif¬ 
icantly,  thus  depressing  ex-vessel  prices. 
Because  of  the  depressed  price  situation, 
shrimpers  were  unable  to  pass  along  the 
significant  increases  in  operating  costs, 
resulting  from  the  inflationary  situation 
in  the  U.S.  economy  and  the  sharp  in- 
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crease  in  the  cost  of  diesel  fuel.  Operat¬ 
ing  losses  by  the  Gulf  shrimpers  and  the 
shortage  of  lending  capital  created  a 
tight  financial  situation  that  adversely 
affected  the  industry  in  1974  and  1975, 
although  the  Industry  began  a  recovery 
commencing  In  the  fourth  quarter  of 
1974. 

Fir  us  Eligible  for  Adjustment 
Assistance  ~~ 

Section  264  requires  that  this  study 
include  consideration  of  “the  number  of 
firms  in  the  domestic  industry  •  *  * 
which  have  been  or  are  likely  to  be 
certified  as  eligible  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance.”  To  be  certified,  firms  must 
show  that  increased  imports  "contributed 
Importantly”  to  (a)  the  separation,  or 
threat  thereof,  of  a  significant  number 
or  proportion  of  their  workers,  and  (b) 
an  absolute  decrease  in  their  sales  or 
production. 

The  size  of  the  U.S.  shrimping  fleet  can 
only  be  estimated  partly  because  the 
forms  of  ownership  vary  from  captain- 
owners  of  one  or  several  craft  to  fleet¬ 
owning  corporations  to  fleets  owned  by 
shrimp-processing  firms,  and  partly  be¬ 
cause  scone  vessels  are  also  used  to  fish 
for  crabs  and  finflsh  or  are  operated  as  a 
spare-time  occupation,  while  others  are 
full-time  shrimpers  but  not  necessarily 
working  year-round.  Overall,  there  are 
about  10,400  vessels  engaged  in  shrimping 
full-  or  part-time,  in  addition  to  some  200 
domestic  processing  facilities,  some  of 
which  import  all  or  a  significant  portion 
of  the  shrimp  that  they  process  and 
sell.  The  number  of  firms  operating  these 
vessels  and  processing  facilities  is  un¬ 
known. 

As  of  the  date  of  this  report,  no  peti¬ 
tions  have  been  filed  by  firms  in  the 
Industry  seeking  certification  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance.  The  likelihood  of 
shrimp  firms  being  able  to  meet  the 
qualifying  criteria  for  certification  would 
depend  on  a  number  of  unknown  factors 
which  could  vary  considerably  In  Indi¬ 
vidual  cases.  Recordkeeping  systems  in 
some  of  the  smaller  firms  may  be  inade¬ 
quate  for  the  purpose  of  providing  com¬ 
plete  and  verifiable  data  to  substantiate 
a  petition  for  certification.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  is  unable  to  determine  with  any 
reasonable  degree  of  accuracy  the  num¬ 
ber  of  shrimp  firms  which  might  peti¬ 
tion  for  certification  and  be  able  to  meet 
the  elglbility  criteria,  but  it  is  be¬ 
lieved  that  only  a  very  small  percentage 
of  the  firms  in  the  industry  could  qualify. 

Under  the  program  of  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  for  firms  authorized  by  the 
Trade  Act  and  administered  by  the  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Administration 
(“EDA”)  in  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  financial  assistance  to  a  certified 
firm  may  take  the  form  of  direct  loans 
and  loan  guarantees,  and  technical  as¬ 
sistance,  to  enable  a  firm  in  establish  a 
competitive  position  in  the  same  or  a 
different  industry.  Financial  assistance 
may  be  used  for  the  acquisition,  con¬ 
struction,  installation,  modernization, 
expansion  or  conversion  of  fixed  assets, 
or  for  working  capital  necessary  for  a 
firm  to  implement  its  adjustment  plan. 
Technical  assistance  may  be  used  for 


management  and  operational  assistance, 
feasibility  studies  and  related  research 
to  aid  in  developing  and  implementing  a 
firm’s  recovery  plan. 

The  Trade  Act  also  provides  for  certi¬ 
fication  of  communities  located  in  trade- 
impacted  areas  or  in  areas  where  a  firm 
or  subdivision  has  transferred  to  a  for¬ 
eign  country.  Certified  communities  &re> 
eligible  for  public  works  grants,  loans, 
and  loan  guarantees — all  of  which  can 
be  directed  towards  assisting  affected 
firms.  Under  the  Public  Works  and  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Act  of  1965 
(“PWEDA”) ,  as  amended,  direct  and  in¬ 
direct  assistance  to  firms  is  available 
without  Trade  Act  Certification.  Firms 
located  in  EDA-designated  "redevelop¬ 
ment  areas”  and  “economic  development 
centers”  can  benefit  indirectly  from 
grants  to  the  designated  places  and  re¬ 
lated  entities  for  financing  public  works, 
and  directly  from  business  development 
loans  and  guarantees.  Under  PWEDA, 
neither  loans  nor  guarantees  can  be 
used  to  assist  firms  in  industries  found 
to  have  long-term  overcapacity.  How¬ 
ever,  PWEDA  does  authorize  technical 
assistance  to  firms  regardless  of  location 
and  grants  of  loanable  funds  to  com¬ 
munities  with  actual  or  threatened  un¬ 
employment. 

The  National  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice  of  the  National  Oceanic  and  Atmos¬ 
pheric  Administration,  Department  of 
Commerce,  administers  a  program  of 
financial  and  technical  assistance  to  the 
U.S.  fishing  industry.  Financial  assist¬ 
ance  includes  a  “Fishing  Vessel  Obliga¬ 
tion  Guarantee  Program”  and  a  “Fish¬ 
ing  Vessel  Capital  Construction  Fund.” 
The  obligation  guarantee  program  pro¬ 
vides  Government  loan  guarantees  to 
banks  and  other  lenders  for  up  to  75 
percent  of  the  cost  of  fishing  vessel  con¬ 
struction.  The  second  program  provides 
owners  or  lessors  of  documented  vessels 
an  opportunity  to  defer  payment  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Income  taxes  on  taxable  Income 
from  the  operation  of  fishing  vessels.  The 
owner  or  lessor  must  agree  to  use,  at. 
some  future  time,  the  deferred  taxes  for 
construction,  reconstruction,  or  acquir¬ 
ing  vessels.  Technical  assistance  to  fish¬ 
eries  is  available  in  several  program 
areas.  These  Include  economics,  market¬ 
ing,  fisheries  technology  and  process¬ 
ing,  business  management,  and  in  domes¬ 
tic  and  foreign  market  expansion. 

The  Farmers  Home  Administration 
(“FmHA”)  of  the  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture  has  programs  that  could  benefit 
fishing  firms,  such  as  a  program  of  loan 
guarantees  to  businesses  located  in  areas 
other  than  cities  of  over  50,000  popula¬ 
tion.  As  with  EDA  business  loans,  how¬ 
ever,  these  guarantees  are  not  available 
to  firms  in  Industries  characterized  by 
long-term  overcapacity.  FmHA  also  can 
malco  grants  and  loans  to  public  bodies, 
such  as  local  governments  and  develop¬ 
ment  organizations,  in  areas  other  than 
cities  of  over  10,000  population.  These 
funds  can  be  used  for  public  works  proj¬ 
ects,  such  as  utility  extensions  and  ac¬ 
cess  roads,  that  would  benefit  industry. 

The  Small  Business  Administration 
(“SBA”)  administers  three  programs  of 


potential  assistance  to  small  firms:  A 
management  assistance  program  of 
counseling  and  training;  a  loan  program 
for  local  development  companies;  and  a 
business  loan  program  of  direct,  par¬ 
ticipating,  and  guaranteed  loans.  Eligi¬ 
bility  is  generally  limited  to  independ¬ 
ently  owned  and  operated  firms  that  are 
not  dominant  in  their  field  and  do  not 
have  over  500  average  employment.  The 
amount  of  the  guaranteed  loan,  however, 
cannot  exceed  $350,000,  and  participat¬ 
ing  and  direct  loans  have  even  lower 
limits. 

Additional  information  about  the  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  program  and  copies 
of  the  report,  “Prospects  for  Adjustment 
Assistance  for  Firms  in  the  Shrimp-Fish¬ 
ing  Industry.”  are  available  from  the 
Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Economic  Devel¬ 
opment  Administration,  Room  7019,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce.  Washington, 
D.C.  20230  (telephone  202/377-5113). 

Charles  L.  Smith, 
Acting  Director,  Trade  Act  Cer¬ 
tification  Division,  Office  of 
Planning  and  Program  Sup¬ 
port. 

JFR  Doc.  76-20520  Filed  7-15-76;  8:45  am] 


WASHBURN  WIRE  CO. 

Petition  for  a  Determination  of  Eligibility 

A  petition  by  Washburn  Wire  Com¬ 
pany,  300  Bourne  Avenue,  Phillipsdale, 
Rhode  Island  02916,  a  producer  of  steel 
strip,  rods  and  wire,  was  accepted  for 
filing  on  July  12,  1976,  under  section  251 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93- 
618.  Consequently,  the  United  States  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce  has  initiated  an 
investigation  to  determine  whether  in¬ 
creased  imports  into  the  United  States 
of  articles  like  or  directly  competitive 
with  those  produced  by  the  firm  contrib¬ 
uted  importantly  to  total  or  partial 
separation  of  the  firms  workers,  or  threat 
thereof,  and  to  a  decrease  in  sales  or  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having-  a  substantial  inter¬ 
est  In  the  proceedings  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  on  the  matter.  A  request  for  a 
hearing  must  be  received  by  the  Chief, 
Trade  Act  Certification  Division,  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Administration,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington. 
D.C.  20230,  no  later  than  the  close  of 
business  of  the  tenth  calendar  day  fol¬ 
lowing  the  publication  of  this  notice.  . 

Charles  L.  Smith, 
Acting  Chief,  Trade  Act  Cer¬ 
tification  Division,  Office  of 
Planning  and  Program  Sup¬ 
port . 

[FK Doc.76-20619  Filed  7-15-76:8:46  amj 


National  Bureau  of  Standards 

FEDERAL  INFORMATION  PROCESSING 
STANDARDS  COORDINATING  AND  AD¬ 
VISORY  COMMITTEE 


Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  5  U.S.C.  App.  I  (Supp.  IV, 
1974),  notice  was  given  in  the  Federal 
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Register  of  May  28,  1976  (41  FR  21835) 
of  a  meeting  of  the  Federal  Information 
Processing  Standards  Coordinating  and 
Advisory  Committee  (FIPSCAC)  which 
was  scheduled  on  July  15,  1976.  This 
meeting  will  be  postponed  because  the 
Chairman  of  the  committee  cannot  be 
present  on  that  date. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  Is  to  an¬ 
nounce  the  postponement  of  this  meeting 
from  July  15, 1976  to  Thursday.  August  5, 
1976.  The  meeting  will  be  held  in  Dining 
Room  C,  Administration  Building,  of  the 
National  Bureau  of  Standards,  in 
Gaithersburg.  Maryland,  from  9:00  a.m. 
to  4:00  p.m. 

The  public  will  be  permitted  to  attend, 
to  file  written  statements,  and,  to  the 
extent  time  permits,  to  present  oral  state¬ 
ments.  Persons  planning  to  attend  should 
notify  Robert  E.  Rountree,  Jr.,  Institute 
for  Computer  Sciences  and  Technology, 
National  Bureau  of  Standards,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D  C.  20234  (phone  301-921-3157) . 

Dated:  July  13,  1975. 

Ernest  Ambler. 

Acting  Director. 

| PR  Doc.76-20514  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
INDIAN  EDUCATION 

Meeting 

Notice  of  Meeting  of  the  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  on  Indian  Education. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act  (Pi.  92-463)  (5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  1),  that  the  next  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Full  Council  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Education 
will  be  held  August  6,  7,  8,  1976  at  the 
NACIE  offices,  Room  326,  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  425  13th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D  C.  20004. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on  In¬ 
dian  Education  is  established  under  Sec¬ 
tion  442  of  the  Indian  Education  Act 
Title  IV  of  P.L.  92-318,  (20  U.S.C.  1221g) . 
The  Council,  among  other  things,  is  di¬ 
rected  to: 

(1)  advise  the  Commissioner  of  Education 
with  respect  to  the  administration  (Includ¬ 
ing  the  development  of  regulations  and  of 
administrative  practices  and  policies)  of  any 
program  in  which  Indian  children  or  adults 
participate,  or  from  which  they  can  benefit. 
Including  sections  241aa  to  241ff  and  887c  of 
this  title  and  with  respect  to  adequate  fund¬ 
ing  thereof; 

(2)  review  applications  for  assistance  un¬ 
der  sections  241aa  to  241ff,  887c,  and  1211a 
of  this  title,  and  make  recommendations  to 
the  Commissioner  with  respect  to  their  ap¬ 
proval; 

(3)  evaluate  programs  and  projects  car¬ 
ried  out  under  any  program  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education  and  Welfare  In 
which  Indian  children  or  adults  can  partici¬ 
pate,  or  from  which  they  can  benefit,  and 
disseminate  the  results  of  such  evaluations; 

(4)  provide  technical  assistance  to  local 
educational  agencies  and  to  Indian  educa¬ 
tional  agenoies.  Institutions,  and  organiza¬ 
tions  to  assist  them  in  Improving  the  educa¬ 
tion  of  Indian  children; 


(6)  assist  the  Commissioner  in  developing 
criteria  and  regulations  for  the  administra¬ 
tion  and  evalutaion  of  grants  made  under 
seotion  303(b)  of  the  Act  of  September  30, 
1950,  (PubUc  Law  874,  Eighty-first  Congress) ; 
and 

(6)  to  submit  to  the  Congress  not  later 
than  March  31  of  each  year  a  report  on  Its 
activities,  which  shall  Include  any  recommen¬ 
dations  it  may  deem  necessary  for  the  im¬ 
provement  of  Federal  education  programs  In 
which  Indian  children  and  adults  participate, 
or  from  which  they  can  benefit,  which  report 
shall  include  statement  of  the  National 
Council's  recommendations  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  with  respect  to  the  funding  of  any 
such  programs. 

The  August  6-8,  1976  meeting  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian 
Education  shall  be  closed  to  the  public, 
since  the  Council  members  will  be  review¬ 
ing  proposals  that  must  be  held  in  con¬ 
fidence.  under  the  authority  of  Section 
10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act  (P.L.  92-463)  and  under  the  ex¬ 
emptions  contained  in  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act,  Section  552(b)  (4)  and 
(6)  Of  Title  5  UJS.C.,  (P.L.  90-23),  45 
CFR  S  5.71(a)  and  $  5.71(c). 

The  proposed  agenda  includes: 

( 1 )  Review  of  Title  IV  proposals  submitted 
under  Section  423;  and 

(2)  Recommend  talons  to  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  with  respect  to  their  approval. 


General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  devices  currently  in  use  and  makes 
recommendations  for  their  regulation. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — Inter¬ 
ested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present 
information  on  denture  cushions,  den¬ 
ture  pads,  analgesia-anesthesia  machines 
to  D.  Gregory  Singleton,  D.D.S.,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary.  Submission  of  data  on 
tentative  classification  findings  is  also 
Invited. 

Open  committee  discussion. — The 
panel  will  complete  final  classification 
of  Phase  I  devices  plus  initial  classifica¬ 
tion  of  Phase  n  devices.  These  devices 


Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Edu¬ 
cation  located  at  425  13th  Street,  NW., 
Room  326,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  July  1, 
1976. 

Lincoln  C.  White, 
Executive  Director,  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  on  Indian  Edu¬ 
cation. 

]FR  Doc.76-20550  Filed  7-1 5-76; 8: 45  am] 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
PUBLIC  ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Meetings 

This  notice  announces  forthcoming 
meetings  of  the  public  advisory  commit¬ 
tees  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion.  It  also  sets  out  a  summary  of  the 
procedures  governing  the  committee 
meetings  and  the  methods  by  which  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  participate  in  the 
open  public  hearings  conducted  by  the 
committees.  The  notice  is  issued  under 
section  10(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463, 
86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I) ).  The 
following  advisory  committee  meetings 
are  announced: 


are:  X-ray  systems;  plaque  disclosing 
kits;  pulp  tester;  cephalometer;  lead- 
lined  radiographic  cone;  Intraoral  and 
extraoral  X-ray  film;  analgamator  and 
accessories;  instrument  tray;  drills;  in¬ 
vestment  materials;  denture  curing 
unit;  electroplates;  grinding  lathe; 
mixer  and  investor;  stainless  steel  pres¬ 
sure  chamber;  sand  blaster;  soldering 
and  bronzing  apparatus;  surveying 
parallelmometer;  vacuum  former;  dental 
vibrator;  wax  boilout  unit;  laboratory 
rotary  cutting  Instrument;  waxes;  elec¬ 
tric  laboratory  saws;  mandrels;  heat 
source  for  bleaching  teeth;  rubber  dam 
clamp;  ultrasonic  lab-cleaning  units; 


Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

1.  Ophthalmic  Drugs  Ad-  Aug.  2,  9  a.m.,  Conference 
visory  Committee.  Room  A,  Park  lawn  Bldg., 

5600  Fishers  La.,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md. 

Open  public,  hearing  9  to  10  a.m.:  open  committee  dis¬ 
cussion  10  a.m.  to  3:30  p.tn.;  closed  committee  de¬ 
liberations  3:30  to  4:30  p.m.;  Mary  K.  Bruch  (HFD- 
140),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  301- 
443-4310. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  safety  and  effectiveness  of 
marketed  and  investigational  prescrip¬ 
tion  drugs  for  use  in  diseases  and  disor¬ 
ders  of  the  eye. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — Any 
interested  person  may  present  data,  in¬ 
formation  of  views,  orally  or  in  writing, 
on  Issues  pending  before  the  committee. 

Open  committee  discussion. — Presen¬ 
tations:  extended  wear  of  contact  lenses 
(Arnauld  F.  Scafidl,  M.D.) ;  effectiveness 

of  anti-infective  steroid  combinations — 
status  (Merle  L.  Gibson,  M.D.  and  Arn¬ 
auld  F.  Scafidl,  M.D.) ;  and  update  on  sul¬ 
fur  hexafluoride  gas  for  retinal  detach¬ 
ment  surgery  (Arnauld  F.  Scafidl,  M.D.). 

Closed  committee  deliberations. — Dis¬ 
cussion  of  subjects  shown  above  under 
open  committee  discussion.  This  portion 
of  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to  permit 
the  free  exchange  of  internal  views  and 
to  avoid  undue  interference  with  agency 
operations  (5  U.&.C.  552(b)(5)). 

Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

2.  Panel  on  Review  of  Den-  Aug.  2  and  3,  9  a.m.,  Room 
tal  Devices.  3131,  HEW-N,  380  Inde¬ 

pendence  Ave.  8W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Open  publlo  hearing  Aug.  2,  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  oom- 
mlttee  discussion  Aug.  2,  10  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  Aug.  3, 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.;  D.  Gregory  Singleton,  D.D.8. 
(HFK-460),  8787  Georgia  Ave.,  Sliver  Spring,  Md. 
20910,  301-427-7238. 
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porcelain  powders;  bracket  table  assem¬ 
bly;  dental  operating  unit;  oral  cavity 
e  vacua  tor;  saliva  ejector  mouthpiece; 
foot  controller  for  handpiece;  opera tory 
suction  apparatus;  radiographic  proces- 

sor;  leaded  apron;  leaded  operator- 
radiation-protector  screen.  Discussion 
and  recommendations  will  be  made  con¬ 
cerning  dental  porcelains  that  contain 
uranium. 

Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and>  contact  person 

3.  Emergency  Care  Device  Aug.  2  and  3,  9  a.m..  Room 
Subcommittee  of  the  6821.  FB-8, 200  C  8t.  SW., 
Panel  on  Review  of  Washington,  D.C.  - 
General  Hospital  and 

Personal  Use  Devices. 

Open  public  hearing  Aug.  2,  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  com¬ 
mittee  discussion  Aug.  2, 10  a.m.  to  4  p  m.,  Aug.  3, 
y  a.m.  to  4  p.m.;  William  C.  Dierksheide,  Ph.  D. 
(HFK-44),  8787  Georgia  Ave.,  Silver  Spring,  Md. 
20910,  301-427-7234. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  devices  currently  in  use  and  makes 
recommendations  for  their  regulation. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — Inter¬ 
ested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present 
Information  about  the  classification  of 
emergency  care  devices  to  William  C. 
Dierksheide,  Ph.  D.,  Executive  Secretary. 

Open  committee  discussion. — The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  meeting  is  to  reconsider  clas¬ 
sification  of  the  following  devices:  os- 

tomy  drainage  bag;  operating  lamp;  oxy¬ 
gen  mask;  venturi  oxygen  mask;  mouth 
gag;  oropharyngeal  airways;  portable 
oxygen  equipment  (for  personal  use) ; 
mixing  oxygen  regulator;  reduction  oxy¬ 
gen  regulator;  *  manual  resuscitator; 
manual  cardiac  resuscitator;  powered 
heart-lung  resuscitator;  GI  and  feeding 
tube  catheter;  Intravascular  catheter; 
infusion  pump  with  pumping  chamber; 
noninvasive  infusion  pump;  patient  care 
isolation  chamber;  intermittent  positive 
pressure  breathing  bag;  nasal  prongs. 

Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

4.  Immunology  Subcom-  Aug.  6,  9  a.m..  Room  1409, 
mlttee  of  the  Dlagnos-  FB-8.  200  C  8t.  SW., 
tic  Products  Advisory  Washington,  D.C. 
Committee. 

Open  public  hearing  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  committee 
discussion  10  a.ra.  to  6  p.m.;  Amiram  Daniel,  Ph.  D. 
(HFK-200),  8757  Georgia  Ave.,  Silver  Spring,  Md. 
20910,  301-427-7178. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  devices  currently  in  use  and  makes 
recommendations  for  their  regulation. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — Inter¬ 
ested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present 
Information  that  may  assist  the  subcom¬ 
mittee  in  writing  justification  for  its  ten¬ 
tative  classification  of  products  in  Class 
n  and  EQ,  pursuant  to  the  Medical  De¬ 
vice  Amendments  of  1976.  This  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  submitted  to  S.  K.  Vad- 
lamudl,  D.V.M.,  Ph.  D.,  Classification 
Head.  Inquiries  or  Information  on  other 
matters  should  be  addressed  to  Ami  ram 
Daniel,  Ph.  D.,  Executive  Secretary. 

Open  committee  discussion. — The  sub¬ 
committee  will  discuss  its  tentative  clas¬ 
sification  of  immunological  products  and 

will  write  justifications  for  the  placement 
of  those  products  that  have  been  tenta¬ 
tively  classified  as  requiring  standards 
or  premarket  approval.  These  products 
are:  Class  HI:  antl-CEA  serum;  Regan 
(placental)  alkaline  phosphatase  anti¬ 
serum;  Class  II:  antinuclear  antibody; 
rheumatoid  factor;  radioallergosorbent 
test;  pregnancy  test  kits;  antimltochon- 
drlal  antibodies;  antismooth  muscle  anti¬ 
bodies;  antiparletal  antibodies;  multiple 
autoantibodies;  lupus  erythematosus 
(latex  agglutination  type  products) ; 
thyroid  auto  antibody  (microsomal  anti¬ 
body)  ;  pneumonitis;  hemolytic  systems 
(complement  fraction);  hemolytic  sys¬ 
tems  (cordis  type  kits) ;  C-reactive  pro¬ 
tein  (quantitative) ;  antiserum  to  human 
serum  proteins. 

Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

6.  Hematology/Pathology  Aug.  10  and  11,  9  a.m., 
Subcommittee  of  Diag-  Room  1134,  FB-8,  400 
nostlc  Products  Ad-  Maryland  Ave.  8W., 

visory  Committee.  Washington,  D.C. 

Open  public  hearing  Aug.  10,  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  com- 
i  mittee  discussion  Aug.  10, 10  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  Aug.  11, 
9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.;  Kaiser  Aril,  Ph.  D.  (HFK-200), 
8757  Georgia  Ave.,  Silver  Spring,  Md.  20910,  301- 
427-7175. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  devices  currently  in  use  and  makes 
recommendations  for  their  regulation. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing/open 
committee  discussion. — Interested  par¬ 
ties  are  encouraged  to  present  informa¬ 
tion  about  the  classification  of  auto¬ 
mated  differential  cell  counters,  hemo¬ 
globin,  hemoglobin  S,  abnormal  hemo- 

globins,  prothrombin  time,  cell  counts, 
partial  thromboplastin  time,  fibrinogen, 
automated  systems,  and  instruments  for 
coagulation  to  Dr.  S.  K.  Vadlamudi, 
Classification  Head.  Submission  of  data 
concerning  classification  of  all  in  vitro 
diagnostic  products  in  hematology  and 
pathology  is  also  invited.  Information  on 
items  other  than  classification  should 
be  presented  to  Dr.  Kaiser  Aziz,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary. 

Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

6.  Microbiology  Subcom-  Aug.  16  and  17,  9  a.m., 
mittoe  of  the  Diagnos-  Room  8173,  HEW-N,  330 

tie  Products  Advisory  Independence  Ave.  8W., 
Committee.  Washington,  D.C. 

Open  public  hearing  Aug.  16,  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  com- 
i  mittee  discussion  Aug.  16, 10  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  Aug.  17, 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.;  Bobbi  Dresser  (HFK-200),  8757 
Georgia  Ave.,  Silver  Spring,  Md.  20010,  801-427-7234. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  devices  currently  in  use  and  makes 
recommendations  for  their  regulation. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearings. — In¬ 
terested  parties  are  encouraged  to  pre¬ 
sent  information  on  classification  of 
products  listed  in  this  announcement  to 
Tom  Tsakeris,  Classification  Head.  Any¬ 
thing  other  than  classification  should  be 
addressed  to  Ms.  Bobbie  Dresser,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary.  Submission  of  data  rela¬ 
tive  to  tentative  classification  findings  is 
also  invited. 

Open  committee  discussion. — The  Mi¬ 
crobiology  Subcommittee  will  review 
previous  classification  recommendations 
including  a  review  of  the  supplementary 
data  for  the  following  products:  Strep¬ 
tococcus  pneumoniae  antisera,  all  types : 
Streptococcus  pneumoniae  fluorescent 
antibody,  all  types:  Streptococcus  sp. 
antisera  and  antigens,  all  groups;  Strep¬ 
tococcus  sp.  fluorescent  antibody,  all 
groups;  streptolysin  0  reagent;  strepto¬ 
coccal  antideoxyribonuclease;  strepto¬ 
coccal  antihyaluronidase;  streptococ¬ 
cal  exoenzymes  (multiple) ;  antistrep¬ 
tokinase;  coagulase  plasma  (human, 
horse,  rabbit) ;  meningococcus  antisera, 
all  groups;  gonococcal  antisera  (direct 
test) ;  gonococcal  fluorescent  antibody 
(direct  test) ;  Hemophilus  influenzae 
antisera,  all  types;  Hemophilus  influ¬ 
enzae  fluorescent  antibody,  all  types; 
Salmonella  antisera  and  antigens,  all 
groups;  febrile  antigens  (slide  and 
tube),  all  groups;  Shigella  antisera,  all 
types ;  Escherichia  coll  antisera  and  anti¬ 
gens,  all  types;  Escherichia  coli  fluores¬ 
cent  antibody,  all  types;  treponemal 
fluorescent  antibody  (including  reactive 
and  nonspecific  control  sera) ;  trepone¬ 
mal  antigen;  treponemal  hemaggluti¬ 
nation  test;  complement  fixation  anti¬ 
gens  for  nontreponemal  test;  com¬ 
plement  fixation  control  sera  for 
nontreponemal  test;  agglutination/floc¬ 
culation  antigens  and  control  sera; 
disk  agar  gel  diffusion  test  to  determine 
serum  levels  of  gentamycin;  nonanti¬ 
biotic  susceptibility  discs:  antimicrobial 
identification  discs;  complement  fixation 
antigens  and  antisera  for  rubella;  he¬ 
magglutination  (hemagglutination  inhi¬ 
bition)  ;  antigens  and  antisera  for  ru¬ 
bella;  neutralization  antisera  for  ru¬ 
bella;  rabies  fluorescent  antibody;  polio¬ 
virus  complement  fixation  antigens  and 
antisera  (including  control) ;  poliovirus 
neutralizing  antisera;  poliovirus  fluores¬ 
cent  antibody;  adenovirus  complement 
fixation  antisera  and  antigens  (including 
control) ;  adenovirus  hemagglutination 
antisera  (all  types)  and  antigens  (in¬ 
cluding  control) ;  adenovirus  neutraliza¬ 
tion  antisera,  all  types;  adenovirus  fluo¬ 
rescent  antibody,  all  types;  influenza 
complement  fixation  sera  and  antigens 
(including  control) ;  influenza  hemag- 
gluetination  antigens  (including  control) 
and  antisera;  influenza  neutralization 
antisera;  Influenza  receptor  destroying 
enzymes;  hepatitis  viruses  A  and  B  com¬ 
plement  fixation  antigens;  Epsteinbarr 
virus  antigens  and  antisera;  Coxsackie 
virus  complement  fixation  sera  and  anti¬ 
gens  (including  controls) ;  Coxsackie 
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virus  neutralizing  antisera,  all  types; 
Coxsackie  virus  fluorescent  antisera, 
all  types;  ECHO  virus  complement 
fixation  sera  and  antigens  (includ¬ 
ing  controls) ;  ECHO  virus  hemag¬ 
glutination  antigens,  all  types;  ECHO 
virus  neutralizing  antisera,  all  types; 
ECHO  virus  fluorescent  antibody,  all 
types;  rubeola  complement  fixation  anti¬ 
gens  and  antisera;  rubeola  hemogglu- 
tination  antigens  and  antisera;  rubeola 
neutralizing  antisera;  rubeola  fluores¬ 
cent  antibody;  serological  products  used 
in  identification  of  Herpesvirus  homihis 
(1,  2),  varicella,  RSV,  parainfluenza  (1, 
2,  3,  4),  lmphocytic  choriomeningitis- 
virus,  cytomegalovirus  and  mumps  virus; 
Cryptococcus  neoformans  latex  agglu¬ 
tination  reagent;  Cryptococcus  neofor¬ 
mans  fluorescent  antibody;  Blastomyces 


dermatitidis  complement  fixation  kit; 
complement  fixation  kit  for  coccidioidin; 
latex  agglutination  kit  for  Coccidioldes; 
agar  gel  diffusion  kit  coccidioidomycosis; 
histoplasmin  latex  antigen;  histoplasmin 
postive  control  sera;  Historplasma  cap- 
sulatum  fluorescent  antibody;  Toxo¬ 
plasma  gondii,  complement  fixation  an¬ 
tigens;  Toxoplasma  gondii,  hemagglu¬ 
tination  (indirect)  antigens;  Toxoplasma 
gondii  fluorescent  antibody;  Entamoeba 
histolytica  latex  agglutination  kit;  sero¬ 
logical  products  for  identification  of 
Candida  albicans.  Performance  limits 
for  the  ^product  class  standard  for  the 
nontreponemal  tests  for  syphilis  may  be 
discussed  in  the  afternoon  of  August  17, 
contingent  upon  completion  of  classifi¬ 
cation  activities. 


Committee  name 

Dale,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

7.  Toxicology  Subcommit¬ 
tee  of  the  Diagnostic 
Products  Advisory 

Committee. 

Attg-  16  and  17,  9  a.m., 
Room  1409,  FB-8,  200  C 
St.  8W.,  Washington. 

1).C. 

Open  public  hearing  Aug.  16,  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  com¬ 
mittee  discussion  Aug.  16,  10  a.m.  to  5  p.m..  Aug.  17, 
9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.;  Nabeeh  Mourad,  Ph.  D.  (HFK-200), 
8757  Georgia  Ave.,  Silvor  Spring,  Md.  20910,  301-427- 
7175. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  devices  currently  in  use  and  makes 
recommendations  for  their  regulation. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — In¬ 
terested  parties  are  encouraged  to  pre¬ 
sent  information  about  in  vitro  diagnos¬ 
tic  products  used  for  the  determination 
of  digoxin,  digitoxin,  drugs  of  abuse,  al¬ 
cohol,  salicylates,  anticonvulsant  drugs, 
lead  and  other  heavy  metals  analysis  in 
biological  specimens  to  Nabeeh  Mourad, 
Ph.  D.,  Executive  Secretary,  Toxicology 


20910  or  tp  S.  K.  Vadlamudi,  D.V.M., 
Ph.  D.,  Classification  Head,  8757  Georgia 
Avenue  (HFK-440),  Silver  Spring,  Md. 
20910. 

Open  committee  discussion. — The  sub¬ 
committee  will  classify  the  following  in 
vitro  diagnostic  products  (August  16) 
products  used  for  the  determination  of 
digoxin,  digitoxin,  drugs  of  abuse,  alco¬ 
hol  and  salicylates  in  biological  speci- 
ments;  (August  17)  products  used  for  the 
determination  of  anticonvulsant  drugs, 
lead  and  other  heavy  metals  analysis  in 
biological  specimens.  In  addition,  the 


Subcommittee,  8757 
1219-D  (HFK-200), 

Georgia  Ave..  Rm. 
Silver  Spring,  Md. 

priority  ranking  of  all  the  products  used 
in  clinical  toxicology  will  be  discussed. 

Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

8.  Panel  on  Review  of 
Hemorrhoidal  Drug 
Products. 

Aug.  20  and  21,  9  a.m.  on 
Aug.  20,  Conference  Room 
C.  Parklawn  Bldg..  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville, 
Md. 

Open  public  hearing  Aug.  20.  9  to  10  a.m.;  closed  com¬ 
mittee  deliberations  Aug.  20,  10  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m., 
Aug.  21,  9  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.;  Thomas  D.  DeCilHs 
(HFD-510),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852, 
301-443-4960. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  nonprescription  drug  products. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearings. — Any 
interested  person  may  present  data,  in¬ 
formation  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing, 
on  issues  pending  before  the  committee. 

Closed  committee  deliberations. — The 
panel  will  review  data  submitted  in  con¬ 
fidence  pursuant  to  the  OTC  (over-the- 
counter)  review's  call  for  data  for  the 
panel  (see  also  21  CFR  330.10(a)(2)). 
This  will  include  product  names,  formu¬ 
las  and  formulation  process  data,  sales 
data  and  in  some  cases  portions  of  pend¬ 
ing  or  approved  new  drug  applications 
(NDA's) .  Discussions  relating  to  labeling, 
drug  class  standards  and  testing  will 
often  be  Intermixed  with  discussion  of 


formulas,  sales  data  or  NDA  material  in 
such  a  way  that  the  two  discussions  often 
cannot  be  separated  without  seriously 
impeding  the  progress  of  the  panel’s 
deliberations. 

The  panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting 
upon  and  modifying  the  content  df  sum¬ 
mary  minutes  and  categorization  of  in¬ 
gredients  and  claims. 

The  panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting 
upon  and  modifying  draft  nine  of  its  fi¬ 
nal  report  in  preparation  for  submission 
to  the  Commissioner. 

This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade  secret 
data  and  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of 
internal  views  and  to  avoid  undue  inter¬ 
ference  with  agency  and  pane!  opera¬ 
tions  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4)  and  (5)). 


Committee  name 


Date,  time,  place 


Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


t.  Panel  on  Review  of  Antt-  Aug.  20,  21.  and  22.  9  ajn.  Open  public  hearing  Ana.  20. 8  to  10  a.m.;  closed  oom- 
mkroWal  Agents.  on  Aim.  20.  Conference  ml t tee  deliberations  Aug.  20.  10  a.m.  to  4  JO  p.m.. 

Room  A,  Partita wn  Bldg.,  Aug.  21  and  22, 9  ft.m.  to  4:20 p.m.;  Armond  M.  Welch 
S«00  Fishers  Lane,  Rock-  (HFD-510).  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 
villa,  Md.  20852, 801-443-4960. 
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General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  nonprescription  drug  products. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — Any 
Interested  person  may  present  data,  in¬ 
formation  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing, 
on  issues  pending  before  the  commit¬ 
tee. 

Closed  committee  deliberations. — The 
panel  will  review  data  submitted  in  con¬ 
fidence  pursuant  to  the  OTC  (over-the- 
counter)  review’s  call  for  data  for  the 
panel  (see  also  21  CFR  330.10(a)(2)). 


Discussions  relating  to  labeling,  drug 
class  standards  and  testing  will  often  be 
intermixed  with  discussion  of  formulas, 
sales  data  or  NDA,  new  drug  application) 
material  in  such  a  way  that  the  two 
discussions  often  cannot  be  separated 
without  seriously  impeding  the  progress 
of  the  panel’s  deliberations. 

This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade  secret 
data  and  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of 
internal  views  and  to  avoid  undue  inter¬ 
ference  with  agency  and  panel  opera¬ 
tions  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4)  and  (5)). 


Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

10.  Panel  on  Review  of  In¬ 
ternal  Analgesic  In¬ 
cluding  Antirheumatic 
Drugs. 

Aug.  21,  22  and  23,  8  a.m. 
on  Aug.  23,  La  Fiesta 
Room,  Bel  Air  Bands 
Motor  Hotel,  11461  Sunset 
Blvd.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

Closed  committee  deliberations  Aug.  21  and  22,  9  a.m. 
to  4:30  p.m.;  open  public  bearing  Aug.  23,  8  to  9  a.m.; 
closed  committee  deliberations  Aug.  23,  9  a.m.  to 
4:30  p.m.;  Lee  Geismar  (HFD-S10),  6600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  301  443-4960. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  nonprescription  drug  products. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — Any 
interested  person  may  present  data,  in¬ 
formation  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing, 
on  issues  pending  before  the  commit¬ 
tee. 

Closed  committee  deliberations. — The 
panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting  upon  and 
modifying  the  content  of  summary  min¬ 


utes  and  categorization  of  ingredients 
and  claims. 

The  panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting 
upon  and  modifying  draft  four  of  its  final 
report  in  preparation  for  submission  to 
the  Commissioner. 

This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of 
internal  views  and  to  avoid  undue  inter¬ 
ference  with  agency  and  panel  operations 
(5  U.S.C.  552(b)(5)). 


Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


Committee  name 


Date,  time,  place 


11.  Panel  on  Review  of  Ml9-  Aug.  22  and  23,  9  a.m.  on  Closed  committee  deliberations  Aug.  22,  9  a.m.  to 
cellaneous  External  Aug.  23,  Conference  Room  4:30  p.m.;  open  public  hearing  Aug.  23,  9  to  10  a jn.; 

Drug  Products.  C.  Parklawn  Bldg.,  6600  closed  committee  deliberations  Aug.  23,  10  a.m.  to 

Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  4:30  p.m.;  Michael  D.  Kennedy  (HFD-510),  6600 
Md.  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  301-443-4960. 


General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  nonprescription  drug  products. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — Any 
Interested  person  may  present  data,  in¬ 
formation  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing, 
on  issues  pending  before  the  commit¬ 
tee. 

Closed  committee  deliberations. — The 
panel  will  review  data  submitted  in  con¬ 
fidence  pursuant  to  the  OTC  (over-the- 
counter)  review’s  call  for  data  for  this 
panel  (see  also  21  CFR  330.10(a)(2)). 
This  will  include  product  names,  formu¬ 
las  and  formulation  process  data,  sales 
data  and  in  some  cases  portions  of  pend¬ 
ing  or  approved  new  drug  applications 


(NDA’s).  Also,  discussions  relating  to 
labeling,  drug  class  standards  and  test¬ 
ing  will  often  be  intermixed  with  dis¬ 
cussion  of  formulas,  sales  data  or  NDA 
material  in  such  a  way  that  the  two  dis¬ 
cussions  often  cannot  be  separated  with¬ 
out  seriously  impeding  the  progress  of  the 
panel’s  deliberations. 

The  panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting 
upon  and  modifying  the  content  of  sum¬ 
mary  minutes  and  categorization  of  in¬ 
gredients  and  claims. 

This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade  secret 
data  and  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of 
internal  views  and  to  avoid  undue  inter¬ 
ference  with  agency  and  panel  operations 
(5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4)  and  (5)). 


Committee  name 

Date,  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

12.  Panel  on  Review  of 
General  Hospital  and 
Personal  Use  Devices. 

Aug.  23  and  24,  9  a.m., 
Room  6821,  FB-8,  200 
C  St.  8W.,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Open  public  hearing  Aug.  23,  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  com¬ 
mittee  discussion  Aug-  28, 10a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  Aug.  24' 
9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.;  William  C,  Dierksheide,  Ph.  D- 
(HFK-440),  8757  Georgia  Ave.,  Silver  Spring;  Md. 
20910,  301-427-7234. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  devices  currently  in  use  and  makes 
recommendations  for  their  regulation. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — In¬ 
terested  parties  are  encouraged  to  pre¬ 
sent  information  pertinent  to  the  classi¬ 
fication  of  general  hospital  and  personal 
use  devices  to  William  C.  Dierksheide, 
Ph.  D.,  Executive  Secretary. 


Open  committee  discussion. — The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  meeting  is  to  reconsider  clas¬ 
sification  of  the  following  devices:  os¬ 
tomy  drainage  bag;  operating  lamp;  oxy¬ 
gen  mask;  venturi  oxygen  mask;  mouth 
gag;  oropharyngeal  airways;  portable 
oxygen  equipment  (for  personal  use); 
mixing  oxygen  regulator;  reduction  oxy¬ 
gen  regulator;  manual  resuscltator; 
manual  cardiac  resuscltator;  powered 
heart-lung  resuscitator;  GI  and  feeding 
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tube  catheter;  intravascular  catheter; 
infusion  pump  with  pumping  chamber; 
nonin  vasive  infusion  pump;  patient  care 
isolation  chamber;  intermittent  positive 
pressure  breathing  bag;  nasal  prongs; 
neonatal  invasive  blood  pressure  moni¬ 
tor;  umbilical  artery  catheter;  neonatal 
invasive  oxygen  analyzer;  neonatal  open 


tor  with  accessories;  neonatal  incubator; 
neonatal  transport  Incubator;  newborn 
infant  airways;  premature  infant  air¬ 
ways;  infant  oxygen  hood;  neonatal 
pressure  respirator;  neonatal  volume 
respirator;  nursery  apnea  monitor;  neo¬ 
natal  doppler  blood  pressure  monitor; 
neonatal  heart  rate  monitor;  pediatric 


bed  with  radiant  heat;  neonatal  incuba- 

open  bed. 

Committee  name 

Date.  time,  place 

Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 

13.  Panel  on  Review  of 
Contraceptives  and 
Other  Vaginal  Drug 
Products. 

Aug.  24  and  25,  9  a.m.  on 
Aug.  24,  Conference 
Room  F.Tarklawn  Bldg., 
5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock¬ 
ville,  Md. 

Open  public  bearing  Aug.  24.  9  to  10  a.m.;  closed  com 
mjttto  delilikrations  Aug.  24,  10  a.m.  to  4:30  p.ra., 
Aug.  25,  9  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.;  Armond  M.  Welch 
(HFD-510).  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852, 
301  443-4900. 

General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  nonprescription  drug  products. 

_  Agenda — Open  public  hearings. — Any 
interested  person  may  present  data,  in¬ 
formation  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing, 
on  issues  pending  before  the  committee. 

Closed  committee  deliberations. — The 
panel  will  review  data  submitted  in  con¬ 
fidence  pursuant  to  the  OTC  (over-the- 
counter)  review’s  call  for  data  for  the 
panel  (see  also  21  CFR  330.10(a)(2)). 
This  will  include  product  names,  formu¬ 
las  and  formulation  process  data,  sales 
data  and  in  some  cases  portions  of  pend¬ 
ing  or  approved  new  drug  applications 
(NDA’s).  Also,  discussions  relating  to 


labeling,  drug  class  standards  and  test¬ 
ing  will  often  be  intermixed  with  discus¬ 
sion  of  formulas,  sales  data  or  NDA  ma¬ 
terial  in  such  a  way  that  the  two  dis¬ 
cussions  often  cannot  be  separated  with¬ 
out  seriously  impeding  the  progress  of 
the  panel’s  deliberations. 

The  panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting 
upon  and  modifying  the  content  of  sum¬ 
mary  minutes  and  categorization  of  in¬ 
gredients  and  claims. 

This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade  se¬ 
cret  data  and  to  protect  the  free  ex¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
undue  interference  with  agency  and 
panel  operations  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4) 
and  (5)). 


Committee  name  .  Dale,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


14.  Panel  on  Review  of  Den-  Aug.  25  and  26.  9  a.m.  on  Open  public  hearing  Aug.  25,  9  to  10  a.m.;  closed  com- 
tifrices  and  Dental  Aug.  25.  Conference  mittee  deliberations  Aug.  25,  10  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.. 
Care  Agents.  Room  C.  Parklawn  Aug.  26.  9  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.;  Michael  D.  Kennedy 

Bldg..  5600  Fishers  Lane,  (HFD-510),  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852, 
Rockville,  Md.  301-443-4960. 


General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  nonprescription  drug  products. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — Any 
interested  person  may  present  data,  in¬ 
formation  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing, 
on  issues  pending  before  the  committee. 

Closed  committee  deliberations. — The 
panel  will  review  data  submitted  in  con¬ 
fidence  pursuant  to  the  OTC  (over-the- 
counter)  review’s  call  for  data  for  the 
panel  '(see  also  21  CFR  330.10(a)(2)). 
This  will  include  product  names,  for¬ 
mulas  and  formulation  process  data, 
sales  data  and  in  some  cases  portions  of 
pending  or  approved  new  drug  applica¬ 
tions  (NDA’s) .  Also,  discussions  relating 
to  labeling,  drug  class  standards  and 
testing  will  often  be  Intermixed  with  dis¬ 


cussion  of  formulas,  sales  data  or  NDA 
material  in  such  a  way  that  the  two  dis¬ 
cussions  often  cannot  be  separated  with¬ 
out  seriously  impeding  the  progress  of 
the  panel’s  deliberations. 

The  panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting 
upon  and  modifying  the  content  of  sum¬ 
mary  minutes  and  categorization  of  in¬ 
gredients  and  claims. 

The  panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting  up¬ 
on  and  modifying  an  early  draft  of  its 
final  report  in  preparation  for  submis¬ 
sion  to  the  Commissioner. 

This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade  secret 
data  and  to  protect  the  free  exchange  of 
internal  views  and  to  avoid  undue  inter¬ 
ference  with  agency  and  panel  operations 
(5  UJ5.C.  552(b)  (4)  and  (5)). 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


15.  Oncologic  Drugs  Ad-  Aug.  26  and  27, 9  a.m.,  Con- 
vlsory  Committee.  ferenoe  Room  O,  Park- 

lawn  Bldg.,  5600  Fisher* 
Lane,  Rockville,  Md. 


Open  public  hearing  Aug.  26,  9  to  10  ajm.;  open  com¬ 
mittee  discussion  Aug.  26,  10  a.m.  to  4  p.m.;  closed 
committee  deliberations  Aug.  26,  4  to  5  pjsu;  open 
committee  discussion  Aug.  27,  9  to  11  a.m.;  closed 
committee  deliberation*  Aug.  27,  11  ajn.  to  12 'JO 
p.m.;  Cyrus  H.  Maxwell,  M.D.  (HFD-UO),  MOO 
Fishers  Lime,  Rockville,  Md.  20852. 301-443-5197. 


/ 
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General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  marketed  and  investigational  prescrip¬ 
tion  drugs  for  use  in  the  treatment  of 
cancer. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearings. — In¬ 
terested  persons  may  present  data,  in¬ 
formation  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing, 
on  Issues  pending  before  the  committee. 

Open  committee  discussion. — Discus¬ 
sion  of  combination  chemotherapy  proto¬ 
cols  design,  methyl  CCNTJ  capsules 
(NDA  17-897,  Bristol  Laboratories), 
Fluorouracil  capules,  (NDA  17-816, 
Hoffman-La  Roche,  Inc.) .  There  will  be 
a  labeling  review  which  will  be  conducted 
by  Vincent  Gagliardi,  M.D.  Also  there 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  place 


will  be  a  presentation  by  Dr.  S.  Sieber  of 
the  National  Cancer  Institute  on  the  re¬ 
view  of  selected  toxicities  of  alkalating 
agents. 

Closed  committee  deliberations. — 
Committee  deliberation  on  methyl  CCNU 
and  Fluorouracil  (NDA  17-897  and  NDA 
17-816) .  Status  report  on  pending  IND’s 
(investigational  new  drug  notices)  and 
NDA's  (new  drug  applications)  by  FDA 
staff.  This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade  se¬ 
cret  data  and  to  protect  the  free  ex¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
undue  interference  with  agency  and  com¬ 
mittee  operations  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4) 
and  (5)). 


Type  of  meeting  and  oantact  person 


IS.  Tanel  on  Review  of  Anti-  Aug.  26  and  27,  B  a.m.  on  Open  public  hearing  Au*.  36,  9  to  10  a.m.;  closed  cam- 
pentpirent  l>nig  Prod-  Aug.  26,  Conference  Room  mittee  deliberations  Aug.  26,  10  a.m.  to  4:80  P-ni-, 

ucts.  A,  Parklawn  Bldg.,  6600  Aug.  27,9 ajn.  to 4:30 p.m.;  Lee  Qcismar  (HFD-510), 

Fishers  Lane.  Rockville,  _  6600  Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852, 301  448-4960. 
Md. 


General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness  of 
nonprescrlption  drug  products. 

Agenda-Open  public  hearing. — Any 
interested  person  may  present  data,  in¬ 
formation  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing, 
on  issues  pending  before  the  committee. 

Closed  committee  deliberations. — The 
panel  will  review  data  submitted  in  con¬ 
fidence  pursuant  to  the  OTC  (over-the- 
counter)  review’s  call  for  data  for  the 
panel  (see  algo  21  CFR  830.10(a)(2)). 
This  will  bielude  product  names,  for¬ 
mulas  and  formulation  process  data,  sales 
data  and  In  some  cases  portions  of  pend¬ 
ing  or  approved  new  drug  applications 
(NDA’s).  Also,  discussions  relating  to 
labeling,  drug  class  standards  and  test¬ 
ing  will  often  be  intermixed  with  dis¬ 


cussion  of  formulas,  sales  data  or  NDA 
material  In  such  a  way  that  the  two  dis¬ 
cussions  often  cannot  be  separated  with¬ 
out  seriously  impeding  the  progress  of 
the  panel’s  deliberation^. 

The  panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting 
upon  and  modifying  the  content  of  sum¬ 
mary  minutes  and  categorisation  of  in¬ 
gredients  and  claims. 

The  panel  will  be  reviewing,  voting 
upon  and  modifying  draft  one  of  its  final 
report  in  preparation  for  submission  to 
the  Commissioner. 

This  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be 
closed  to  permit  discussion  of  trade 
secret  data  and  to  protect  the  free  ex¬ 
change  of  internal  views  and  to  avoid 
undue  Interference  with  agency  and 
panel  operations  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)  (4)  and 
(5)). 

V 


Committee  name  Date,  time,  and  place 


Type  of  meeting  and  contact  person 


17.  Panel  on  Review  of  Aug.  27,  9  a.m.,  Room  6821,  Open  public  bearing  9  to  10  a.m.;  open  committee  dis- 
Physical  Medicine  FB-8,  200  C  St.  SW.,  cuasion  10a.m.  to  4  p.m.;  Johnsie  W.  Bailey  (HFK- 

(Phyaiatry)  Devices.  Washington,  D.C.  440),  8757  Georgia  Ave.,  Silver  Spring,  Md.  20910, 

801-427-7226. 


General  function  of  the  committee. — 
Reviews  and  evaluates  available  data 
concerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness 
of  devices  currently  in  use  and  makes 
recommendations  for  their  regulation. 

Agenda — Open  public  hearing. — Inter¬ 
ested  parties  are  encouraged  to  present 
information  on  the  devices  listed  below  to 
Johnsie  W.  Bailey,  Executive  Secretary. 
Submission  of  data  about  tentative 
classification  findings  is  also  invited. 

Open  committee  discussion. — Review 
of  provisions  of  Medical  Device  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1976  applicable  to  panel  activi¬ 
ties.  Classification  of  the  following  de¬ 
vices:  hand  driving  control;  pneumatic 
structure  orthosis;  rigid  powered  trac¬ 
tion  device;  external  neuromuscular 
stimulator;  special  purpose  wheelchair; 
powered  wheelchair;  limited  purpose 
electromyograph;  full  purpose  electro¬ 
myograph;  isokinetic  testing  and  evalua¬ 
tion  system;  battery  and  line  powered 


skin  resistance  meter;  electrode  gel;  elec¬ 
trode  needles;  chronaximeter;  time 
system;  shortwave  diathermy;  micro- 
wave  diathermy;  ultrasonic  diathermy; 
ultraviolet  lamp;  ultrasound  and  muscle 
stimulator  machine;  alternating  pres¬ 
sure  mattress;  powered  patient  rotating 
beds;  infrared  lamp;  pulsed  shortwave 
therapy. 

Each  public  advisory  commitee  meet¬ 
ing  listed  above  may  have  as  many  as 
four  separable  portions;  (1)  An  open 
public  hearing,  (2)  an  open  committee 
discussion,  (3)  a  closed  presentation  of 
data,  and  (4)  a  closed  committee  de¬ 
liberation.  Every  advisory  committee 
meeting  shall  have  an  open  public  hear¬ 
ing.  Whether  or  not  it  also  includes  any 
of  the  other  three  portions  will  depend 
upon  the  specific  meeting  involved.  The 
dates  and  times  reserved  for  the  separate 
portions  of  each  committee  meeting  are 
listed  above. 


The  open  public  hearing  portion  of 
each  meeting  shall  be  at  least  1  hour  long 
unless  public  participation  does  not  last 
that  long.  It  is  emphasized,  however,  that 
the  1  hour  time  limit  for  an  open  public 
hearing  represents  a  minimum  rather 
than  a  maximum  time  for  public  par¬ 
ticipation,  and  an  open  public  hearing 
may  last  for  whatever  longer  period  the 
committee  chairman  determines  will 
facilitate  the  committee’s  work. 

Meetings  of  advisory  committees  shall 
be  conducted,  insofar  as  is  practical,  in 
accordance  with  the  agenda  published  in 
this  Federal  Register  notice.  Changes  in 
the  agenda  will  be  announced  at  the 
beginning  of  the  open  portion  of  a  meet¬ 
ing. 

Any  interested  person  who  wishes  to  be 
assured  of  the  right  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  open  public  hearing 
portion  of  a  meeting  shall  inform  the 
contact  person  listed  above,  either  orally 
or  in  writing,  prior  to  the  meeting.  Any 
person  attending  the  hearing  who  does 
not  in  advance  of  the  meeting  request  an 
opportunity  to  speak  will  be  allowed  to 
make  an  oral  presentation  at  the  hear¬ 
ing’s  conclusion,  if  time  permits,  at  the 
chairman’s  discretion. 

Persons  interested  in  specific  agenda 
items  to  be  discussed  in  open  session  may 
ascertain  from  the  contact  person  the 
approximate  time  of  discussion. 

The  Commissioner,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  has  deter¬ 
mined  for  the  reasons  stated  that  those 
portions  of  the  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ings  so  designated  in  this  notice  shall  be 
closed.  Both  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  and  5  UJ5.C.  552(b)  permit 
such  closed  advisory  committee  meetings 
in  certain  circumstances.  Those  portions 
of  a  meeting  designated  as  closed  shall, 
however,  be  closed  for  the  shortest  time 
possible  consistent  with  the  intent  of  the 
cited  statutes. 

Generally,  FDA  advisory  committees 
will  be  closed  because  the  subject  matter 
is  exempt  from  public  disclosure  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(b)  (4),  (5),  (6),  or  (7), 

although  on  occasion  the  other  exemp¬ 
tions  listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  may  also 
apply.  Thus,  a  portion  of  a  meeting  may 
be  closed  where  the  matter  involves  a 
trade  secret;  commercial  or  financial  in¬ 
formation  that  is  privileged  or  confiden¬ 
tial;  personnel,  medical,  and  similar  files, 
disclosure  of  which  could  be  an  unwar¬ 
ranted  invasion  of  personal  privacy;  and 
investigatory  files  compiled  for  law  en¬ 
forcement  purposes.  A  portion  of  a  meet¬ 
ing  may  also  be  closed  if  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  determines:  (1)  That  it  involves 
inter-agency  or  intra-agency  memoranda 
or  discussion  and  deliberations  of  mat¬ 
ters  that,  if  in  writing  would  constitute 
such  memoranda,  and  which  would, 
therefore,  be  exempt  from  public  dis¬ 
closure;  and  (2)  that  it  is  essential  to 
close  such  portion  of  a  meeting  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  free  exchange  of  Internal  views 
and  to  avoid  undue  Interference  with 
agency  or  committee  operations. 

Examples  of  matters  to  be  considered 
at  closed  portions  are  those  related  to  the 
review,  discussion,  evaluation  or  ranking 
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of  grant  applications;  the  review,  dis¬ 
cussion,  and  evaluation  of  specific  drugs 
or  devices;  the  deliberation  and  voting 
relative  to  the  formation  of  specific  regu¬ 
latory  recommendations  (general  discus¬ 
sion,  however,  will  generally  be  done  dur¬ 
ing  the  open  committee  discussion  por¬ 
tion  of  the  meeting) ;  review  of  trade 
secrets  or  confidential  data;  considera¬ 
tion  of  maters  involving  FDA  investiga¬ 
tory  files;  and  review  of  medical  records 
of  individuals. 

Examples  of  matters  that  ordinarily 
will  be  considered  at  open  meetings  are 
those  related  to  the  review,  discussion, 
and  evaluation  of  general  preclinical  and 
clinical  test  protocols  and  procedures  for 
a  class  of  drugs  or  devices,  consideration 
of  labeling  requirements  for  a  class  of 
marketed  drugs  and  devices,  review  of 
data  and  information  on  specific  inves¬ 
tigational  or  marketed  drugs  and  devices 
that  have  previously  been  made  public, 
and  presentation  of  any  other  data  or 
information  that  is  not  exempt  from 
public  disclosure. 

Dated:  July  13, 1976. 

A.  M.  Schmidt, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc  76-20661  Filed  7-16-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Community 
Planning  and  Development 

REGIONAL  ADMINISTRATORS,  ET  AL. 

|  Docket  No.  D-76-449] 

Redelegation  of  Authority 

In  order  to  expedite  the  processing  of 
applications  for  block  grants  submitted 
for  grants  to  meet  emergency  community 
development  needs  caused  by  federally 
recognized  disasters,  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  Regional  Administrators  and 
Area  Directors  should  have  the  authority 
to  review  and  approve  applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  section  107(a)  (5)  of  the 
Housing  and  Community  Development 
Act  of  1974. 

Accordingly,  the  Assistant  Secretary 
amends  the  redelegations  as  follows: 

Section  B.3  of  the  Redelegation  of  Au¬ 
thority  from  the  Assistant  Secretary  to 
Regional  Administrators  published  Feb¬ 
ruary  5,  1975  (40  FR  5386)  and  amended 
as  published  December  23,  1975  (40  FR 
59368)  is  changed  to  read  as  follows: 

3.  Approve  applications  under  section  107, 
except  section  107(a)(3),  section  107(a)(5), 
and  section  107(a)(6)  (42  USC  6307)  where 
the  provisions  of  24  CFR  670.408(c)  (3)  apply. 

(Section  7(d)  Department  of  HUD  Act,  42 
USC  3535(d)). 

Effective  date-  This  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  on  July  16, 1976. 

David  O.  Meeker,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Com¬ 
munity  Planning  and  Devel¬ 
opment. 

[FR  Doc  76-20527  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


NOTICES 


ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


MEETING 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463)  and  section  800.6 
(g)  of  the  Advisory  Council’s  Procedures 
for  the  Protection  of  Historic  and  Cul¬ 
tural  Properties  (36  C.F.R.  800)  that  the 
regular  meeting  of  the  Advisory  Council 
on  Historic  Preservation  will  be  held  on 
August  4-5,  1976,  in  Washington,  D.C., 
and  Gettysburg,  Pennsylvania.  The  en¬ 
tire  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

The  Advisory  Council  was  established 
by  the  National  Historic  Preservation 
Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89-665)  to  comment 
upon  Federal,  federally  assisted  and  fed¬ 
erally  licensed  undertakings  having  an 
effect  upon  properties  listed  in  the  Na¬ 
tional  Register  of  Historic  Places  and  to 
generally  advise  the  President  and  Con¬ 
gress  on  matters  relating  to  historic 
preservation.  The  Council’s  members  are 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  the  Attorney 
General,  the  Secretary  of  Transporta¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the 
General  Services  Administrator,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution, 
the  Chairman  of  the  National  Trust  for 
Historic  Preservation,  and  ten  non -Fed¬ 
eral  members  appointed  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  10:00  a.m., 
Wednesday,  August  4,  1976,  in  Room 
2008,  New  Executive  Office  Building,  17th 
&  H  Streets,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  On 
Thursday,  August  5,  the  Council  will 
have  an  on-site  inspection  and  meet  at 
the  Gettysburg  National  Military  Park, 
Gettysburg,  Pennsylvania. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  includes 
the  following : 

I.  Report  of  the  Executive  Director. 

II.  Report  of  the  Office  of  Legal  Counsel. 

III.  Report  of  the  Office  of  Intergovern¬ 
mental  Programs  and  Planning. 

IV.  Report  of  the  Office  of  Review  and 
Compliance. 

V.  Consideration  of  preservation  needs  for 
Gettysburg  National  Military  Park  and  en¬ 
virons. 

VI.  International  Activities. 

VII.  Other  Business. 

Agenda  and  additional  information 
concerning  the  meeting  and  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  oral  and  written  statements  to 
the  Council  are  available  from  the 
Executive  Director,  Advisory  Council  on 
Historic  Preservation,  Suite  1030,  1522 
K  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005 
(202)  254-3974.  _  % 

Date:  July  13,  1976. 

Robert  R.  Garvey,  Jr., 
Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-20576  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


Federal  Railroad  Administration 

RAILROAD  OPERATING  RULES 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L. 
92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Railroad  Oper¬ 
ating  Rules  Advisory  Committee,  Au¬ 
gust  17  and  18,  1976,  at  9  a.m.  each  day, 
to  be  held  at  the  Radisson  St.  Paul  Hotel, 
11  East  Kellogg  Blvd.,  St.  Paul,  Minne¬ 
sota.  The  agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows: 

(a)  Continued  discussion  of  rules  gov¬ 
erning  on- track  inspection  equipment; 

(b)  Presentation  and  discussion  of 
Association  of  American  Railroad  Report 
No.  R-223,  "Analysis  of  Nine  Years  of 
Railroad  Accident  Data”; 

(c)  Tour  of  Burlington  Northern 
Northtown  Yard  facilities;  and 

(d)  Review  of  initial  draft  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee’s  final  report  to  the  Federal  Rail¬ 
road  Administrator. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  the  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  hearing.  Persons  wish¬ 
ing  to  attend  and  persons  wishing  to 
present  oral  statements  should  notify, 
not  later  than  the  day  before  the  meet¬ 
ing,  and  information  may  be  obtained 
from,  Mr.  Gene  O.  Cox,  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Office  of  Federal  Assistance,  Fed¬ 
eral  Railroad  Administration,  400  7th 
St.  SW,  Washington  DC  20590 ;  telephone 
(202)  426-4950. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  present 
a  written  statement  to  the  Committee 
at  any  time. 


Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  July  15, 
1976. 


Bruce  M.  Flohr, 
Committee  Chairman. 


[FR  Doc.76-20849  Filed  7-15-76.8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Order  76-7-39,  Docket  29364] 
HUGHES  AIRWEST 
Order  Dismissing  Application 
Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  12th  day  of  July,  1976. 

On  June  4,  1976,  Hughes  Air  Corp., 
d/b/a  Hughes  Airwest  (Airwest),  sub¬ 
mitted  an  application  to  the  Board  for  an 
upward  ad  hoc  adjustment  to  its  Class 
Rate  VII  subsidy  ceiling.  Airwest  states 
that  the  ad  hoc  adjustment  may  be  re¬ 
quired  because  of  the  carrier’s  reinstate¬ 
ment  of  service  to  Crescent  City,  Cali- 


1  See  Alrwest’a  application,  page  1,  and  the 
July  1, 1976.  O.A.G. 
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fomia,1  on  July  1,  1976.*  However.  Air- 
west  further  states  that  the  ad  hoc  ad¬ 
justment  will  be  necessary  only  if  the 
Board  does  not  make  the  proposed  Class 
Rate  VIII  effective  on  July  1,  1976.* 

On  June  30,  1976,  the  Board  issued 
Order  76-6-194  which  reopened,  as  of 
July  1,  1976,  the  final  subsidy  rate  then 
in  effect  for  the  local  service  carriers, 
Class  Rate  VII.  Class  Rate  vm  will, 
therefore,  become  effective  on  July  1, 
1976. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
we  have  decided  to  dismiss  Airwest’s  ap¬ 
plication  as  moot.  As  Airwest  itself  has 
stated,  the  need  for  an  ad  hoc  adjustment 
has  been  obviated  by  the  reopening  of  the 
final  subsidy  rate  for  the  local  service 
carriers  as  of  July  1, 1976. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  that: 

1.  The  application  of  Hughes  Air  Corps., 
d/b/a  Hughes  Airwest,  In  Docket  29364  be 
and  It  hereby  Is  dismissed;  and 

2.  This  order  wlU  be  served  upon  Hughes 
Air  Corp. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Phyllis  T.  Katlor, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-20578  Piled  7-1 5-76; 8T45  am] 


[Order  76-7-40;  Docket  27114,  etc.] 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS  AND 
TRANS  WORLD  AIRLINES 

Agreement,  Labor  Protective  Conditions, 
Etc. 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  12th  day  of  July,  1976.' 

By  Order  75-1-133,  January  30,  1975, 
the  Board  granted  various  suspension 
and  exemption  requests  and  approved  an 
agreement  between  Pan  American  World 
Airways  and  Trans  World  Airlines  under 
which  the  carriers  would  eliminate  dupli¬ 
cative  services  and  make  other  adjust¬ 
ments  to  their  Pacific  and  Transatlantic 
route  systems.  The  term  of  the  Board’s 
approval  was  for  two  years  or  until  90 
days  after  final  Board  decision  hi  the 
Transatlantic  Route  Proceeding,  Docket 
25908,  whichever  first  occurs.  There¬ 
after,  by  Order  75-2-108,  February  27, 
1975,  the  Board  denied  a  request  by 
Northwest  Airlines  for  a  stay  of  Its  de¬ 
cision,  and  a  request  by  Northwest  for 
a  judicial  stay  was  denied  by  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  Circuit.  Finally,  by  Order 
75-4-4,  April  1,  1975,  the  Board  denied 
petitions  for  reconsideration  of  its 
earlier  decision  and,  in  addition,  decided 
to  impose  the  Board’s  labor  protective 


*  See  Order  75-5-45,  which  set  forth  the 
conditions  to  be  met  by  Airwest  for  the  sus¬ 
pension  of  Its  service  at  Crescent  City,  and 
Order  76-5-159,  which  authorized  Airwest  to 
maintain  Its  suspension  of  service  at  Cres¬ 
cent  City  for  an  additional  30  days  beyond 
the  date  that  reinstatement  of  service  was 
specified  In  Order  75-5-46. 

•  See  Airwest  1  application,  page  2. 


conditions  ordinarily  reserved  for  merger 
or  acquisition  cases.1 

In  a  decision  Issued  on  June  30,  1976, 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit  vacated 
the  Board’s  approval  of  the  route  ex¬ 
change  agreement.  Northtoest  Airlines  et 
al.  v.  CAB,  Nos.  75-1127/1218/1328  (D.C. 
Cir.,  filed  June  30,  1976).  In  so  doing 
the  court  generally  approved  the  Board’s 
action  under  sections  401  (J),  412,  and 
416  of  the  Act  and  concluded  that  the 
Board’s  action  was  properly  taken  and 
was  not  subject  to  Presidential  approval. 
Nonetheless,  the  court  concluded  that  al¬ 
lowing  such  emergency  relief  involving  a 
significant  shift  in  airline  routes  to  re¬ 
main  in  effect  for  an  extended  period  of 
time  without  instituting  an  investigation 
according  opposing  parties  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  challenge  the  changes  in  a  full 
hearing  went  beyond  the  scope  of  the 
Board’s  powers  in  the  circumstances 
presented.  The  Court  appeared  particu¬ 
larly  concerned  that,  notwithstanding 
seventeen  months  had  passed  since  the 
Board’s  emergency  order  went  into  ef¬ 
fect,  the  Board  had  made  no  move  to¬ 
ward  initiating  further  expedited  pro¬ 
ceedings.* 

The  court  nonetheless  recognized  that 
the  carriers  and  the  Board  have  relied 
on  the  validity  of  the  order  in  planning 
their  operations. ‘Furthermore,  although 
not  discussed  by  the  court,  it  is  equally 
true  that  numerous  adjustments  with 
respect  to  the  carriers’  employees  have 


*  In  an  exchange  of  correspondence,  the 
Counsel  to  the  President  Indicated  to  the 
Board  that  the  President  had  examined 
Board  Order  75-1-133  and  had  concluded 
that  "an  order  of  such  broad  impact  upon 
international  air  traffic  requires  his  review 
and  approval  under  Section  801  of  the 
Act.  •  •  •”  and  the  Board  was  requested  to 
commence  expeditious  completion  of  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  proceeding  and  to  submit  for  the 
President’s  approval  an  interim  order  im¬ 
plementing  the  substantive  provisions  of 
Order  76-1-133.  The  Board  responded  in  a 
letter  of  AprU  1,  1975,  by  indicating  that  no 
further  implementing  order  was  required 
since  Its  action  in  Order  75-1-133  was  in 
faithful  compliance  with  the  requirements 
and  responslbUlties  established  by  the  Con¬ 
gress  in  the  Federal  Aviation  Act.  Nonethe¬ 
less,  the  Board  stated  that  it  had  no  regu¬ 
latory  difficulty  with  the  prompt  institution 
of  an  appropriate  evidentiary  proceeding 
looking  toward  a  more  long-range  solution 
of  the  Pacific  Issues  (the  Transatlantic  Is¬ 
sues  were  already  pending  in  Docket  25908). 
The  Board  observed,  in  this  connection,  that 
the  institution  of  such  proceedings  would 
avoid  a  hiatus  which  might  otherwise  occur 
between  the  expiration  of  the  temporary 
authorizations  and  the  completion  of  a  case 
directed  toward  more  fundamental  changes 
in  carrier  licenses.  However,  the  Department 
of  Justice  instead  presented  its  position  to 
the  courts  and  no  further  investigation  was 
instituted. 

*  We  do  not  read  the  court’s  opinion  as  im¬ 
posing,  generally,  a  hearing  requirement 
when  the  Board  acts  pursuant  to  its  powers 
under  sections  401  (j),  412,  or  416  of  the  Act. 
See  Air  Line  Pilots  Ass  n.  v.  CAB.  404  FUd 
1118  (D.C.  Cir.  1974),  Air  Line  Pilots  Ass  n. 
v.  CAB.  475  F.2d  900  (D.C.  Cir.  1973),  and 
National  Air  Carrier  Ass’n.  v.  CAB,  436  F.2d 
185  (D.C.  Cir.  1970). 


beat  made  and  that,  in  accordance  with 
the  Board’s  labor  protective  conditions, 
relationships  and  responsibilities  have 
been  established  between  the  carriers 
and  their  employees.  In  appreciation  of 
the  general  problem,  the  court  stayed 
its  decision  for  60  days  and  invited  the 
Board  to  use  this  time  to  hold  expedited 
hearings  looking  toward  more  permanent 
changes  in  certificate  authority. 

Institution  of  Investigation 

We  accept  the  court’s  invitation.  First, 
however,  it  is  not  clear  that  the  joint  ap¬ 
plicants  desire  to  have  the  Board  ex¬ 
amine  whether  or  not  there  should  be 
changes  made  in  their  existing  certificate 
authority,  either  permanently  or  on  a 
temporary  basis.*  Therefore,  we  shall  ac¬ 
cord  the  joint  applicants  ten  days  in 
which  to  file  applications  for  appropriate 
certificate  amendments  if  they  deem  the 
filing  of  such  applications  warranted.  We 
note,  however,  that  the  court  has  in¬ 
structed  us  that  we  must  act  expedi¬ 
tiously  and  that  we  are  free  to  use  the 
sixty -day  period  of  the  court’s  stay  for 
holding  such  expedited  proceedings. 
With  this  in  mind,  and  in  view  of  the 
limited  time  available,  we  shall  also,  by 
this  order,  establish  a  procedural  time¬ 
table  for  the  disposition  ot  any  applica¬ 
tion  which  may  be  forthcoming.  We  fully 
recognize,  in  this  connection,  that  the 
views  of  the  joint  applicants  are  not  yet 
known  and  that  they  may  not,  in  fact, 
wish  to  go  forward  under  the  conditions 
established  by  the  court’s  decision.  We 
also  appreciate  that  there  will  be  a  con¬ 
siderable  degree  of  uncertainty  (since 
certain  of  the  matters  now  contained  in 
the  agreement  overlap  matters  at  issue 
in  the  Transatlantic  proceeding)  until 
such  time  as  the  Board’s  Transatlantic 
decision  is  acted  upon  by  the  President. 
But,  for  reasons  discussed  more  fully 
below,  we  see  no  constructive  alternative 
to  the  prompt  institution  of  an  eviden¬ 
tiary  hearing  as  required  by  the  court’s 
decision. 

Under  our  timetable,  an  evidentiary 
hearing  will  be  scheduled  within  sixty 
days.  This  period  will  provide  the  time 
required  for  the  preparation  of  meaning¬ 
ful  exhibits  and  the  disposition  of  other 
procedural  matters.  It  can  be  anticipated 
that  the  hearing,  the  submission  to  and 
decision  of  the  case  by  the  Board,  and  the 
submission  of  the  Board’s  decision  to  the 
President  for  review  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  section  801  of  the 
Act  will  take  a  further  period  of  time. 
Clearly  no  action  can  become  final  within 
the  brief  sixty-day  period  allowed  by  the 
court.  However,  an  abrupt  termination 
of  the  route  swap  before  final  action  in 
this  case  would,  in  our  judgment,  prove 
disruptive  of  the  structure  of  U.S.-fiag 
service  worldwide.  Similarly,  it  would  be 
extremely  costly  to  both  affected  carriers 
at  a  time  when  their  financial  plight  re- 


•  Pan  American  and  TWA  have  agreed  to 
seek  an  extension  of  the  Board’s  interim  ap¬ 
proval  for  the  full  five-year  period  of  the 
agreement  but  argued  In  the  Transatlantic 
Case  against  permanent  changes  In  their 
certificates. 
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mains  a  matter  of  concern.  The  Board 
is  unprepared  to  require  the  carriers — 
and  ultimately  the  public — to  incur  these 
costs  in  circumstances  in  which  there 
would  be  no  public  benefit  flowing  from  a 
disruption  of  the  status  quo  pending  the 
outcome  of  our  expedited  proceeding. 
Furthermore,  and  this  is  a  matter  of  some 
moment,  a  vacation  of  the  Board’s  origi¬ 
nal  order,  which  included  the  imposition 
of  labor  protective  conditions,  would  un¬ 
doubtedly  create  serious  confusion  with 
respect  to  the  rights  of  a  substantial 
number  of  employees  who,  like  the  Board 
and  the  carriers,  have  relied  on  the  valid¬ 
ity  of  the  Board’s  order.  In  like  fashion, 
it  would  be  highly  disruptive  to  require 
the  carriers  and  their  employees  to  make 
Interim  arrangements  once  the  sixty-day 
period  is  over  but  before  the  Board  and 
the  President  have  finally  resolved  the 
matters  at  issue  in  this  docket.  In  all 
these  circumstances,  we  shall  instruct 
our  counsel  to  seek  whatever  permission 
may  be  required  from  the  court,  through 
a  further  stay  of  the  court’s  decision  or 
otherwise,  so  as  to  permit  us  to  imple¬ 
ment  our  timetable.  We  intend  to  com¬ 
mit  all  necessary  Board  and  staff  re¬ 
sources  to  the  prompt  completion  of  this 
investigation.4 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  prompt  and 
proper  disposition  of  this  case,  we  shall 
set  forth  in  advance  certain  procedural 
and  decisional  considerations.  First,  we 
shall  not  entertain  an  application  which 
exceeds,  with  respect  to  points  or  markets 
involved,  those  points  and  markets  which 
were  the  subject  of  the  agreement  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Board  in  Order  75-1-133. 
Hie  scope  of  the  proceeding  will  include 
the  duration  of  any  certificate  changes 
and,  as  in  all  cases,  what  restrictions,  if 
any,  should  be  attached  to  any  approval 
which  the  Board  might  grant.  The  case 
should  include  an  examination  of  the 
Impact  of  the  Board’s  action  in  Order 
75-1-133  approving  the  agreement  on  the 
financial  condition  of  Pan  American  and 
TWA  anl  on  the  traveling  and  shipping 
public  in  the  affected  markets.  More  spe¬ 
cifically,  we  wish  all  parties  to  focus  upon 
the  special  decisional  criteria  which  the 
Board  outlined  in  recently  decided  route 
exchange  or  route  transfer  cases.  See,  by 
way  of  example,  American- Airwest  Route 
Exchange  Agreement  and  American- 
Frontier  Route  Exchange  Agreement, 
Orders  75-8-93/94,  August  18,  1975,  and 
American-Pan  American  Route  Ex¬ 
change  Agreement,  Order  75-6-152,  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  President  June  30,  1975. 
Consistent  with  Board  practice  in  numer¬ 
ous  recent  route  exchange  cases,  we  shall 
not  entertain  competitive  applications. 
See  American-Frontier  Route  Exchange 
Agreement,  Order  73-6-106,  June  27, 
1973,  and  Order  75-8-94,  August  18, 1975, 


*  We  have  included  an  evidence  request  as 
Appendix  B  to  this  order  and  shall  dispense 
with  the  prehearing  conference.  We  shall  or¬ 
der  the  hearing  in  this  case  to  commence  on 
or  about  60  days  from  the  date  of  Issuance  of 
th<«  order.  We  Shall  also  relieve  the  Bureau 
of  Operating  Rights  of  the  obligation  of  par¬ 
ticipating  in  this  investigation. 


dissenting  opinion  of  Member  Timm, 
pp.  2-3  ‘ 

We  have  also  decided  to  order  the  ex¬ 
pedited  Issuance  of  a  recommended  de¬ 
cision  and  the  prompt  submission  of  the 
case  to  the  Board  for  decision.  In  reach¬ 
ing  this  decision,  we  have  weighed  three 
procedural  alternatives : 

1.  expedited  procedures  over  which  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  Judge  would  preside  with 
preestablished  deadlines  for  action  by  the 
Judge  and  the  Board; 

•  2.  the  Board  presiding  en  banc  and  issuing 
both  a  tentative  and  a  final  decision;  and 

3.  the  Board  presiding  en  banc  and  issuing 
a  final  decision  only. 

We  have  chosen  the  first  alternative.  An 
en  banc  procedure  would  bring  the  case 
before  the  Board  for  decision  approxi¬ 
mately  30  days  earlier  than  the  procedure 
we  have  adopted.  However,  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  the  judge’s  participation  in  the 
decisional  process  is  a  step  we  are  re¬ 
luctant  to  take.  Providing  an  opportunity 
for  an  experienced  judge  to  evaluate  the 
record,  prepare  independent  recommen¬ 
dations,  and  permit  parties  to  comment 
on  those  recommendations  would,  in  our 
judgment,  best  ensure  our  making  a  thor¬ 
ough  and  well  considered  decision  for  re¬ 
view  by  the  President.*  Furthermore,  en 
banc  procedures  could  require  full-time 
participation  by  the  entire  Board  for  up 
to  two  weeks  and  could  well  prevent  the 
Board  ffom  being  able  to  consider  and 
dispose  of  other  important  matters  in  the 
timely  fashion  which  each  such  matter 
may  require.  Accordingly,  it  seems  far 
more  efficient  from  a  procedural  stand¬ 
point,  in  a  proceeding  of  this  size  and 
complexity,  and  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  Board’s  overall  responsibilities,  to 
have  an  experienced  administrative  law 
judge  handle  the  myriad  details  ordi¬ 
narily  associated  with  an  evidentiary 
hearing. 

We  have  weighed  against  these  con¬ 
siderations  the  alternatives  that  the 
Board  preside  en  banc  and  issue  both 
tentative  and  final  decisions  or  simply  a 
final  decision.  The  advantage  of  issuing 
a  tentative  decision  is  that  the  parties 


*We  note,  In  this  connection,  that  only 
Northwest  Airlines  challenged  the  Board’s 
earlier  action  on  so-called  Ashbacker 
grounds.  We  pointed  out,  however,  that  It 
was  clear  that  Northwest  was  not  principally 
'  concerned  about  any  application  that  It  may 
seek  to  file  with  respect  to  the  Pacific  points 
(Northwest  already  serves  Okinawa  and 
Taiwan) .  Rather,  It  sought  a  reversal  of  the 
Board’s  decision  to  authorize  competition  at 
Okinawa  and  Taiwan  (through  the  award  of 
round-the-world  authority  to  TWA)  so  as  to 
reduce  competition  at  Okinawa  and  reestab¬ 
lish  Northwest  as  the  monopoly  Taiwan  com¬ 
bination  carrier.  See  Order  76-2-106,  Febru¬ 
ary  27,  1975,  pp.  3-4. 

•In  addition,  as  Professor  Davis  has  ob¬ 
served:  “In  those  agencies  where  the  hearing 
officer  plays,  and  Is  known  to  play,  an  Im¬ 
portant  part  In  the  disposition  of  the  case, 
he  exercises  real  authority  In  keeping  the 
testimony  to  the  relevant  and  Important  is¬ 
sues,  reducing  Its  volume  and  sharpening  the 
Issues.  Where  this  Is  not  the  case,  the  testi¬ 
mony  wanders  and  the  proceeding  loses  di¬ 
rection.  •  •  •"  Davis,  Administrative  Law 
198  (1959). 


will  have  an  opportunity  to  present  views 
on  the  tentative  decision  before  it  be¬ 
comes  a  final  decision  and  the  Board  will 
have  the  opportunity  to  consider  these 
views.  However,  these  procedures  offer  no 
substantial  saving  in  time  over  the  ap¬ 
proach  which  we  have  adopted  and  do 
not  appear  to  have  other  significant 
benefits  in  the  circumstances  of  this 
case.  The  alternative  of  dispensing  with 
the  tentative  decision  may  offer  only  a 
savings  of  thirty  days.  Our  conclusion  is 
that  in  this  highly  complex,  controverted 
and  economically  significant  case,  the 
savings  of  thirty  days  is  not  material  and 
is  outweighed  by  the  benefits  of  the  fuller 
but  expedited  procedures  we  have 
adopted.  We  are  nonetheless  highly  sen¬ 
sitive  to  the  court’s  mandate  for  expedi¬ 
tion,  and  our  counsel  will  be  authorized 
to  represent  to  the  court  that  we  are  pre¬ 
pared  to  undertake  either  of  the  en  banc 
procedures  outlined  above  if  the  court 
concludes  that  either  course  of  action  is 
more  appropriate  overall  than  the  one 
we  have  chosen. 

Environmental  and  Fuel  Matters 

We  have  determined  that  this  proceed¬ 
ing  does  not  constitute  a  “major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  environment”  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  (NEPA) .  See,  for  example, 
American-Pan  American  Route  Ex¬ 
change  Agreement,  Orders  75-6-152/ 
153/154,  approved  by  the  President  June 
30,  1975,  and  Chicago-New  Orleans  Non¬ 
stop  Route  Proceeding,  Order  75-6-104, 
June  23, 1975.  In  the  first  place,  approval 
of  certificate  amendments  which  more  or 
less  parallel  the  changes  now  in  effect  as 
a  result  of  the  Board’s  temporary  ap¬ 
provals  would  result  simply  in  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  current  environmental 
and  fuel  status  quo.  On  the  other  hand, 
disapproval  of  certificate  amendment 
changes  will  simply  permit  changes 
which  have  already  been  ordered  re¬ 
stored  by  the  Court  of  Appeals.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  we  are  not  directing  our  staff  to 
undertake  the  preparation  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  assessment  for  these  proceedings. 
We  emphasize  that  our  conclusion  herein 
is  not  intended  to  foreclose  any  party 
from  presenting  evidence  or  from  mak¬ 
ing  argument  with  respect  to  relevant 
environmental  or  fuel  Issues.  Nor  is  our 
Intention  to  foreclose  the  consideration 
of  environmental  Impacts  resulting  from 
the  possible  licensing  action  which,  al¬ 
though  of  a  lesser  magnitude  than  those 
required  to  trigger  the  NEPA  procedures, 
might  nonetheless  be  relevant  to  our 
decision. 

Labor  Matters 

On  April  30, 1976,  Pan  American  World 
Airways  filed  a  motion  for  clarification 
and  modification  of  the  labor  protective 
provisions  which  were  imposed  by  Order 
75-4-4.  Pan  American  requests  that  the 
Board  issue  a  ruling  concerning  sever¬ 
ance  and  furlough  payments  and  dis¬ 
missal  and  displacement  allowances,  and 
that  the  Board,  in  addition,  declare  that 
pending  arbitration  proceedings  between 
Pan  American  and  many  of  its  flight 
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engineers  regarding  the  labor  protective 
provisions  be  deemed  binding  on  all 
claims  by  flight  engineers  who  have  been 
given  notice  and  opportunity  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  the  arbitration.  Answers  with 
respect  to  Pan  American’s  motion  have 
been  filed  by  the  International  Brother¬ 
hood  of  Teamsters,  the  Air  Line  Pilots 
Association,  the  International  Associa¬ 
tion  of  Machinists  and  Aerospace  Work¬ 
ers,  and  the  Plight  Engineers’  Interna¬ 
tional  Association. 

The  question  of  the  rights  and  respon¬ 
sibilities  of  the  parties  insofar  as  the 
Board’s  standard  labor  protective  condi¬ 
tions  are  concerned  has  been  rendered 
more  complicated  by  virtue  of  the  court’s 
vacation  of  the  Board’s  earlier  orders.  In 
addition,  as  noted  above,  Pan  American 
has  recently  filed  a  motion  for  clarifica¬ 
tion  and  modification  of  the  labor  pro¬ 
tective  conditions  in  three  respects.  First, 
the  carrier  requests  that  the  Board  issue 
a  ruling  that  severance  or  furlough  pay¬ 
ments  made  by  the  carrier  to  its  employ¬ 
ees  under  their  collective  bargaining 
agreements  be  counted  as  an  offset  to 
dismissal  or  severance-  allowances  due 
under  the  labor  protective  provisions. 
Pan  American  argues,  in  support  of  its 
request,  that  fundamental  fairness  and 
equity  require  that  a  furloughed  em¬ 
ployee  should  not  collect  dismissal  pay 
twice  by  receiving  both  furlough  pay 
benefits  under  the  contract  and  the  full 
benefits  under  the  Board’s  labor  protec¬ 
tive  provisions.  Second,  Pern  American 
asks  the  Board  to  declare  that  those 
dismissal  and  displacement  allowances 
which  are  payable  on  a  monthly  basis 
under  the  labor  protective  provisions 
shall  cease  at  the  termination  of  the 
effective  period  of  the  agreement  and 
that  severance  allowances,  which  are 
measured  on  a  monthly  basis,  be  limited 
to  a  measure  not  exceeding  the  remain¬ 
ing  effective  period  of  the  agreement. 
Pan  American  claims  that  its  liability 
under  the  labor  protective  provisions 
should  cease  when  the  agreement  which 
was  the  predicate  for  the  provisions  like¬ 
wise  ceases.  Finally,  the  carrier  urges  the 
Board  to  require  that  the  arbitration 
proceeding  underway  between  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  and  many  of  its  flight  engineers 
under  the  labor  protective  provisions  be 
held  binding  on  all  claims  by  flight  engi¬ 
neers,  and  that,  in  this  connection,  the 
Flight  Engineers’  International  Associa¬ 
tion  (FETA)  be  designated  as  the  repre¬ 
sentative  of  all  flight  engineers  for 
purposes  of  selecting  arbitrators  and  ar¬ 
ranging  arbitration  under  section  12  of 
the  labor  protective  conditions.  Pan 
American  argues  that  337  flight  engineers 
have  submitted  claims  under  the  labor 
protective  provisions  but  only  225  engi¬ 
neers  have  authorized  FEIA  to  represent 
them  and  that,  as  a  result,  the  carrier 
may  be  beset  by  numerous  individual 
claims.  Pan  American  indicates  that  the 
arbitration  proceeding  commences  on 
July  6,  1976. 

We  have  decided  to  deny  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can’s  motion  Insofar  as  it  requests  that 
all  flight  engineer  claims  be  submitted 
for  arbitration  pursuant  to  the  arrange¬ 
ment  worked  out  between  the  carrier 


and  FEIA.  The  Board’s  labor  protective 
provisions  accord  the  right  to  arbitrate 
to  each  employee  but,  however  desirable 
it  may  be  to  minimize  expenses  and 
simplify  procedures  through  a  single  ar¬ 
bitration  proceeding,  we  are  unprepared 
to  now  order  such  action.1  The  other  two 
matters  raised  in  Pan  American’s  mo¬ 
tion  are  opposed  by  the  unions  and  we 
believe  it  is  more  desirable  to  defer  the 
resolution  of  these  issues  until  after  the 
hearing  we  have  instituted  herein.  In 
the  first  place,  our  decision  to  institute 
this  case  could  result  in  a  continuation 
of  the  previously  approved  changes  be¬ 
yond  their  original  time  frame.  Conse¬ 
quently,  Pan  American's  argument  may 
be  rendered  moot.  Second,  the  question 
of  the  so-called  “double  payment’’  may 
well  be  resolved  through  arbitration 
(Pan  American  contends  simply  that  ar¬ 
bitration  “is  not  the  best  forum  ...”  in 
which  to  settle  such  questions)  and  the 
Board  believes  that  arbitration  of  this 
issue  would  be  preferable.  We  encourage 
the  parties  to  submit  the  matter  to  ar¬ 
bitration.  We  would  expect  all  parties 
to  advise  the  Board  whether  or  not  any 
of  the  matters  raised  in  Pan  American’s 
motion  have  been  resolved,  or  will  be 
resolved,  through  arbitration. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered  that: 

1.  A  route  transfer  application  of  Fan 
American  World  Airways  and  Trans  World 
Airlines,  If  filed  In  accordance  with  the 
requirements  established  In  this  order,  shall 
be  set  for  hearing  before  the  Board; 

2.  Petitions  for  reconsideration  and  any 
other  comments  with  respect  to  this  order 
shall  be  filed  within  14  days  of  the  date 
of  adoption  of  this  order; 

8.  Petitions  for  Intervention  shall  be 
filed  within  14  days  of  the  date  of  adoption 
of  this  order; 

4.  This  proceeding  shall  be  conducted  in 
accordance  with  the  schedule  established  In 
Appendix  A;  and 

5.  Pan  American’s  motion  for  clarification 
and  modification  of  the  labor  protective 
conditions  be  and  It  hereby  Is  deferred,  ex¬ 
cept  that  Pan  American’s  request  that  the 
pending  arbitration  proceedings  between 
the  carrier  and  certain  of  Its  flight  engi¬ 
neers  be  deemed  binding  on  all  flight  engi¬ 
neers  be  and  it  hereby  is  denied. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  transmitted  to  the 
President,  and  served  upon  all  parties  in 
Docket  27114. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board; 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

1.  Joint  application,  10  days  from  the  serv¬ 
ice  date  of  this  order. 

2.  Petitions  for  reconsideration,  comments, 
and  requests  for  intervention,  14  days  from 
the  date  of  adoption  of  this  order. 

3.  Direct  exhibits,  28  days  from  the  service 
date  of  this  order. 


»  We  note,  in  this  connection,  that  July  6, 
1976  is  the  starting  date  of  the  arbitration. 
In  the  past  the  Board  has  permitted  em¬ 
ployees  to  participate  in  arbitration  proceed¬ 
ings  through  representation  of  their  own 
choosing,  American-Traru  Caribbean  Merger 
Case,  Ord era  71-6-30,  May  7,  1971  and  71-6- 
71,  June  11,  1971,  and  the  established  time¬ 
table  appears  to  make  this  Infeasible. 


4.  Rebuttal  exhibits,  21  days  from  the  date 
of  filing  direct  exhibits. 

6.  Hearing,  on  or  about  7  days  from  the 
date  of  filing  rebuttal  exhibits  (precise  date 
to  be  established  by  the  presiding  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge) . 

6.  Briefs  to  the  Administrative  Law  Judge,1 
10  days  from  the  completion  of  the  hearing. 

7.  Recommended  decision,  on  or  about  21 
days  after  submission  of  briefs. 

8.  Exceptions  to  recommended  decision  (If 
any)  and  supporting  briefs,1  10  days  from 
service  date  of  tentative  decision. 

9.  Decision  of  the  Board  submitted  to  the 
President,  on  or  before  21  days  after  submis¬ 
sion  of  exceptions  and  briefs. 

request  for  evidence 

The  parties  should  submit  the  foUowlng 
Information  In  the  form  of  exhibits.  The  par¬ 
ties  should  furnish  sufficient  detail  so  that, 
without  further  clarification,  any  final  re¬ 
sults  may  be  obtained  or  verified  from  un¬ 
derlying  data.  Provide  data  sources  and 
methodology  used  In  constructing  exhibits. 
Exhibits  should  be  cross-referenced  with  the 
item  numbers  and  letters  in  this  request. 

I.  Introduction.  The  basic  objective  of 
these  exhibits  Is  to  estimate  the  impact  of 
the  Pan  American -Trans  World  agreement  on 
the  public,  labor,  the  parties  to  the  agree¬ 
ment,  and  all  other  UB.-flag  carriers.  This 
will  be  accomplished  by  comparing  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  two  separate  forecasts  of 
the  operatlonal/financlal  results  for  1976  of 
all  routes  affected  by  the  agreement.  The 
first  of  the  two  forecasts  Is  based  on  an  as¬ 
sumption,  hereafter  referred  to  as  assump¬ 
tion  (a),  which  presumes  that  the  Pan 
American -Trans  World  agreement  Is  in  effect 
during  all  of  1976.  The  second  forecast  Is 
based  on  assumption  (b),  which  presumes 
that  the  agreement  Is  not  In  effect  during 
1976.  A  comparison  of  these  two  separate 
forecasts  will  provide  the  net  Impact  of  the 
agreement. 

The  forecasts  under  assumption  (a)  should 
use  as  a  forecasting  basis  the  actual  opera¬ 
tions  and  traffic  for  the  latest  twelve  months 
for  which  data  Is  available.  This  of  course 
will  reflect  the  results  of  the  agreement,  now 
17  months  old.  The  forecast  under  assump¬ 
tion  (b)  should  rely  on  1974  operations  and 
traffic  as  a  basis  for  forecasting.  Any  signi¬ 
ficant  event  occurring  between  these  base 
periods  for  assumptions  (a)  or  (b)  and  the 
forecast  year  should  be  reflected  In  the  fore¬ 
cast. 

II.  Direct  Exhibits.  (Pan  American  and 
Trans  World). 

A.  Provide  proposed  1976  schedules  for  all 
city-pair  markets  affected  by  the  agreement 1 
under  assumptions  (a)  and  (b)  discussed 
above.  Provide  past  schedule  Information 
from  the  base  periods  specified  above  for  as¬ 
sumptions  (a)  and  (b)  as  support  for  the 
reasonableness  of  the  proposed  schedules. 
Proposed  schedules  should  Include  seasonal 
variations,  weekly  frequencies,  equipment 
types,  and  route  Itineraries. 

B.  Based  on  the  above  schedules,  provide, 
under  both  assumptions,  the  following  op¬ 
erating  data: 

(1)  Block -hours  by  equipment  type; 

(2)  Departures  by  station  by  equipment 
type; 

(3)  Available  seat-miles  by  equipment 
type; 


1  Exceptions  and  briefs  shall  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  Rules  30  and  31  of  the 
Board’s  Rules  of  Practice. 

1  Markets  affected  Include  all  city-pair 
markets  directly  Involved  In  the  agreement, 
as  well  as  other  markets  which,  although  not 
In  the  agreement,  are  nevertheless  Impacted 
by  the  changing  schedules. 
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(4)  Aircraft-miles  by  equipment  type; 

(5)  Gallons  of  fuel  consumed  by  equip¬ 
ment  type; 

(6)  Any  other  operational  data  necessary 
to  calculate  costs  under  the  costing  method¬ 
ology  used  by  applicants. 

C.  Based  on  thy  above  schedules,  provide, 
under  both  assumptions,  the  following  traf¬ 
fic  data: 

(1)  coupon  O&D  data  by  city-pair  market 
for  passengers,  freight,  and  mall; 

(2)  revenue  passenger -miles  and  revenue 
ton-miles  by  city-pair  market; 

(3)  passengers  and  tons  enplaned  by  sta¬ 
tion. 

D.  Bastd  on  the  above  traffic  forecasts,  pro¬ 
vide,  under  both  assumptions,  annual  load- 
factor  data  by  city-pair  segment. 

E.  Based  on  the  above  operating  data  and 
traffic  forecasts,  provide,  under  both  as¬ 
sumptions,  a  profit  and  loss  statement  based 
on  the  concept  that  each  assumption  Is  an 
ongoing  operation.  Include: 

(1)  yields,  revenue,  and  dilution  factors  by 
city-pair  market; 

(2)  direct  expenses,  Indirect  expenses,  op¬ 
erating  profits,  nonoperating  expenses,  and 
net  profits; 

(3)  an  estimate  of  the  Investment  base  in¬ 
volved  and  the  return  on  Investment; 

(4)  the  difference  between,  net  profits 
under  assumptions  (a)  and  (b). 

F.  In  addition  to  the  ongoing  operation 
profit  and  loss  estimates  above,  estimate  the 
one-time  costs  of  returning  operations  from 
assumption  (a)  to  assumption  (b).  This 
should  Include: 

<11  station  opening  and  closing  costs; 

(2)  costs  of  hiring,  rehiring,  training,  and 
furloughing  employees; 

(3)  costs  of  enlarging  or  reducing  the  air¬ 
craft  fleet; 

(4)  any  other  one-time  costs. 

None  of  these  one-time  costs  should  be  re¬ 
flected  in  the  profit  and  loes  estimates  in  II. 
E.  above,  since  that  request  assumes  a  long¬ 
term  ongoing  operation. 

G.  Estimate  the  one-time  casts  Incurred  by 
the  original  implementation  of  the  present 
agreement.  This  should  Include : 

(1)  Station  opening  and  closing  costs; 

(2)  Costs  of  hiring,  rehlrlng,  training,  and 
furloughing  employees.  Including  all  costs 
under  the  labor  protective  provisions; 

(3 )  Costs  of  enlarging  or  reducing  the  air¬ 
craft  fleet; 

(4)  Any  other  one-time  costs. 

None  of  these  one-time  costs  should  be 
reflected  in  the  profit  and  loss  estimates  in 
nj.  above,  since  that  request  assumes  a 
long-term  ongoing  operattion. 

H.  Based  on  the  traffic  forecasts  above,  esti¬ 
mate  traffic  and  revenue  diversion  by  carrier 
from  other  U  S. -flag  carriers  resulting  from 
operating  under  assumption  (a)  rather  than 
assumption  (b). 

I.  Provide  a  list  of  all  city-pair  markets 
affected  by  the  agreement  and  the  net  im¬ 
provement  or  decline  In  UB.-flag  service  ex¬ 
perienced  In  these  markets  since  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  agreement. 

J.  Provide  a  summary  of  changes  In  air¬ 
craft  fleet  makeup  resulting  from  the  agree¬ 
ment. 

K.  Estimate  the  Impact  on  03.  balance  of 
payments  resulting  from  the  agreement. 

L.  Submit  an  exhibit  specifying  the  num¬ 
ber  of  employees  receiving  payments  under 
both  their  collective  bargaining  agreements 
and  the  labor  protective  provisions.  Esti¬ 
mate  the  dollar  amount  of  double  payments. 

U.  Estimate  the  cost  of  continuing  the 
labor  protective  provision  payments  be¬ 
yond  the  effective  period  of  the  original 
Board  approval.  Provide  detail  of  number 
of  employees  and  total  payments  for  each 
month. 


NOTICES 


m.  Rebuttal  Exhibits,*  (Other  UJ9.  Car¬ 
riers  Affected  by  the  Agreement) . 

Submit  an  estimate  of  diversion  of  passen¬ 
gers.  cargo,  mail,  and  net  revenues  *  for  1976 

IFR  Doc.76-20579  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 
TEXAS 
Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Civil  Rights  Act  of 
1957,  71  Stat.  734,  as  amended,  that  a 
public  hearing  of  the  U.S.  Commission 
on  Civil  Rights  will  commence  on  August 
17,  1976,  at  Exposition  Hall,  402  West 
Shoreline  Drive,  Corpus  Christi,  Texas. 
An  executive  session,  if  appropriate,  may 
be  convened  at  any  time  before  or  during 
the  hearing.  ' 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  collect 
information  concerning  legal  develop¬ 
ments  constituting  a  denial  of  equal  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  laws  under  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  because  of  race,  color,  religion,  sex, 
or  national  origin,  or  in  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  justice,  particularly  concerning 
public  school  desegregation  and  equal 
education  opportunity;  to  appraise  the 
laws  and  policies  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  denials  of  equal 
protection  of  the  laws  under  the  Consti¬ 
tution  because  of  race,  color,  religion, 
sex,  or  national  origin,  or  In  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  justice  particularly  concerning 
public  school  desegregation  and  equal 
educational  opportunity;  and  to  dissemi¬ 
nate  information  with  respect  to  denials 
of  equal  protection  of  the  laws  under  the 
Constitution  because  of  race,  color,  reli¬ 
gion,  sex,  or  national  origin,  or  in  the 
administration  of  justice,  particularly 
concerning  public  school  desegregation 
and  equal  educational  opportunity. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  July  14, 
1976. 

Arthur  S.  Flemming, 

Chairman. 

IFR  Doc.76-20841  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 

CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES  PAY  COUNCIL 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Public 
Law  92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  will 
meet  at  2:00  p.m.  on  Tuesday,  August  3, 
1976.  This  meeting  will  be  held  in  room 
5323  of  the  UJS.  Civil  Service  Commis¬ 
sion  building,  1900  E  Street  NW,  and 


*  The  Board  staff  will  provide  load -factor 
data  for  all  segments  affected  by  tbe  agree¬ 
ment  as  Identified  by  Item  n.  H.  for  a 
period  before  and  a  period  after  the  agree¬ 
ment. 

•The  cost  savings  resulting  from  carrying 
lea  traffic  should  be  considered, 
for  each  city-pair  market  affected  by  the 
agreement.  Diversion  should  be  that  re¬ 
sulting  from  Pan  American  and  Trans  World 
operating  under  assumption  (a)  rather  than 
assumption  (b). 


will  consist  of  continued  discussions  on 
future  comparability  adjustments  for 
the  statutory  pay  systems  of  the  Federal 
Government,  which  are  defined  In  sec¬ 
tion  5301  of  title  5,  United  States  Code. 

The  Chairman  of  the  U.S.  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  is  responsible  for  the 
making  of  determinations  under  section 
10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act  as  to  whether  or  not  meetings  of 
the  Federal  Employees  Pay  Council  shall 
be  open  to  the  public.  He  has  determined 
that  this  meeting  will  consist  of  ex¬ 
changes  of  opinions  and  information 
which,  if  written,  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emptions  (2)  or  (5)  of  5  UJ3.C.  552(b). 
Therefore,  this  meeting  will  not  be  open 
to  the  public. 

For  the  President's  Agent. 

Richarp  H.  Hall, 
Advisory  Commit trc  Manage¬ 
ment  Officer  for  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Agent. 

]FR  Doc.76-20508  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED * 

PROCUREMENT  LIST  1976 
Proposed  Additions 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  2(a)  (2)  of  Public  Law  92-28;  85 
Stat.  77,  of  the  proposed  additions  of  the 
following  commodities  to  Procurement 
List  1976  November  25,  1975  (40  FR 
54742) . 

Class  7530 

Pad,  Writing  Paper:  7530-00-285-3088  (GSA 
Region  5  only).  7580-00-285-3083  (GSA 
Region  8  only).  7530-00-285-3093  (GSA 
Regions  4,  7  A  8  only) 

Comments  and  views  regarding  this 
proposed  addition  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  on  or  before  August  16,  1976. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director,  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Sev¬ 
erely  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610.  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  76-20553  Filed  7-15-76;  8:45  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1976 
Proposed  Additions 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  2(a)  (2)  of  Public  Law  92-28  :  85 
Stat.  77,  of  the  proposed  additions  of  the 
following  commodities  to  Procurement 
List  1976,  November  25,  1975  (40  FR 
54742). 

Class  7520 

Holder,  Desk  Memorandum  Paper:  7520-00- 
139-3802,  7520-00-290-6645 
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Class  7530 

Tape,  Paper,  Computing  Machine:  7530-00- 
286-0052,  7580-00-222-3455,  7530-00-286- 
9053,  7530-00-286-9064,  7530-00-238-8S52, 
7630-00-222-3456,  7680-00-286-9055,  (re¬ 
quirements  for  GSA  Regions  1,  4  (Savan¬ 
nah,  Georgia)  7,  8,  9  and  10  only) 

Comments  and  views  regarding  this 
proposed  addition  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  on  or  before  August  16,  1976. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director,  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other 
Severely  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 
[FR  Doc.76-20554  Piled  7-16-6:8:45  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1976 
Proposed  Addition 

Notice  of  the  proposed  addition  of  the 
following  commodity  to  Procurement 
List  1976,  November  25.  1975  (40  FR 
54742)  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  30,  1976  (41  FR  26950)  pursuant 
to  Section  2(a)  (2)  of  Public  Law  92- 
28;  85  Stat.  77,  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

Class  7510 

Binder,  Award  Certificate:  7510-00-482-2994 

Comments  and  views  regarding  this 
proposed  addition  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  on  or  before  August  16,  1976. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director,  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Se¬ 
verely  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

| PR  Doc .76-20655  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1976 
Proposed  Additions 

Notice  1s  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  2(a)  (2)  of  Public  Law  92-28;  85 
Stat.  77,  of  the  proposed  additions  of  the 
following  services  to  Procurement  List 
1976,  November  25,  1975  (40  FR  54742). 

Pood  Service  Attendant  Services,  Seneca 
Army  Depot,  Romulus,  New  York. 

Tax  Form  Order  Fulfillment  Services,  IRS, 
Buffalo  District,  New  York. 

Standard  Industrial  Class  7699 
Repair  and  Maintenance  of  Manual  Type¬ 
writers,  Federal  Court  House  Building, 
Syracuse,  New  York. 

Repair  &  Maintenance  of  Electric  Type¬ 
writers,  Social  Security  Administration, 
600  West  Madison,  Chicago,  Illinois. 


NOTICES 

Standard  Industrial  Class  0782 
Grounds  Maintenance  Servlces>  FAA,  Lees¬ 
burg,  Virginia. 

Standard  Industrial  Class  7349 
Janitorial -Custodial  Services,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Manchester,  New  Hampshire. 

Comments  and  views  regarding  these 
proposed  additions  may  be  filed  with  the 
Committee  on  or  before  August  16,  1976. 
Communications  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Executive  Director,  Committee  for 
Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other  Se¬ 
verely  Handicapped,  2009  Fourteenth 
Street  North,  Suite  610,  Arlington,  Vir¬ 
ginia  22201. 

This  notice  is  automatically  cancelled 
six  months  from  the  date  of  this  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 
[FR  Doc.76-20656  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1976 
Addition  to  Procurement  List 

Notice  of  Proposed  Addition  to  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1976,  November  25,  1975 
(40  F.R.  54742)  of  the  service  listed  below 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  2,  1976  (41  FR  22296). 

After  consideration  of  all  the  relevant 
data  presented,  the  Committee  has  de¬ 
termined  that  this  service  is  suitable  for 
procurement  by  the  Government  under 
Public  Law  92-28,  85  Stat.  77.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  hereby  added  to  the  Procure¬ 
ment  List. 

Standard  Industrial  Class  0782 

Grounds  Maintenance, 

State  Line  Park, 

West  Point  Lake, 

West  Point,  Georgia. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 
]FR  Doc.76-20567  Filed  7-16-76;8:46  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1976 
Additions  to  Procurement  List 

Notice  of  Proposed  Additions  to  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1976,  November  25,  1975 
(40  FR  54742)  of  the  commodities  listed 
below,  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  April  23,  1976  (41  FR  17009). 

After  consideration  of  all  of  the  rele¬ 
vant  data  presented,  the  Committee  has 
determined  that  the  commodities  listed 
below  are  suitable  for  procurement  by 
the  Government  under  Public  Law  92-28, 
85  Stat.  77.  Accordingly,  they  are  hereby 
added  to  the  Procurement  List. 

Class  8520 

Soap,  Toilet:  8520-00-228-0598,  8520-00-121- 

2519 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-20558  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 
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COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  MAINE  POTATO 

FUTURES  CONTRACT  OF  THE  NEW 

YORK  MERCANTILE  EXCHANGE 

Public  Hearing 

Commencing  at  8:30  a.m.  on  July  26, 
1976,  in  Wieden  Auditorium,  University 
of  Maine,  Presque  Isle,  Maine, 'the  Com¬ 
modity  Futures  Trading  Commission 
will  hold  a  public  hearing  to  receive  oral 
presentations  and  written  submissions 
concerning  proposed  amendments  to  the 
Maine  Potato  Futures  Contract  of  the 
New  York  Mercantile  Exchange  (“Ex¬ 
change”),  which  will  be  renamed  the 
Round  White  Potato  Futures  Contract. 
All  persons  wishing  to  make  an  oral  pres¬ 
entation  are  requested  by  July  21,  1976 
to  contact  Ms.  Jane  Stuckey,  Director, 
Office  of  Secretariat,  Commodity  Fu¬ 
tures  Trading  Commission,  2033  “K” 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20581. 
Oral  presentations  will  be  limited  to  15 
minutes. 

On  July  2,  1976  the  New  York  Mer¬ 
cantile  Exchange  submitted  revised 
terms  and  conditions  of  its  Round  White 
Potato  Futures  Contract  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  approval  pursuant  to  Section  5a 
(12)  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act,  as 
amended,  7  U.S.C.  7a(12).  The  text  of 
these  changes  was  published  on  July  13, 
1976  (41  Fed.  Reg.  28824).  Previously, 
the  Commission  in  a  letter  of  May  27, 
1976,  notified  the  Exchange  of  the  areas 
where  the  staff  felt  that  fundamental 
changes  in  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  contract  must  be  made.  The  text  of 
that  letter  is  set  forth  below.  While  the 
Commission  does  not  ordinarily  request 
public  comment  on  proposed  changes  in 
contract  terms  and  conditions,  in  light 
of  the  recent  default  in  the  May  Maine 
Potato  futures  contract  on  the  Exchange, 
the  Commission  believes  that  the  views 
of  interested  parties  will  be  of  assistance. 

Participants  in  the  hearing  may  be 
accompanied  by  persons  of  his  or  her 
own  choosing,  who  may  advise  or  assist 
the  speaker  in  responding  to  questions  or 
otherwise  assuring  that  full  information 
is  developed  for  the  use  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  During  and  subsequent  to  any  per¬ 
son’s  oral  presentation,  questions  may  be 
asked  either  by  members  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  or  the  Commission  staff.  The  Com¬ 
mission  recognizes  that  members  of  the 
public  may  have  questions;  therefore, 
provision  will  be  made  for  persons  having 
questions  to  submit  those  questions  in  in¬ 
formal  written  form  to  a  member  of  the 
Commission  staff  who  may  in  his  or  her 
discretion  ask  such  questions.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Interested  persons  will  be  permitted, 
for  20  days  after  the  last  day  of  the  oral 
hearing,  to  submit  written  comments  on 
all  matters  presented  at  the  hearings  or 
any  other  -topic.  Including  written  re¬ 
buttals  to  oral  presentations.  A  schedule 
of  participants  will  be  issued  at  the  earli¬ 
est  possible  date. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  14, 
1976. 

William  T.  Bagley, 
Chairman,  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission. 
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NOTICES 


Mr.  Richard  B.  Levine, 

President.  New  York  Mercantile  Exchange, 

6  Harrison  Street,  New  York,  New  York 
10013. 

Mat  27.  1976. 

Dear  Me.  Levine:  As  you  are  aware,  the 
Commission  Is  gravely  concerned  about  de¬ 
faults  In  the  delivery  of  May  Maine  potatoes 
futures  contracts  on  the  New  York  Mercan¬ 
tile  Exchange  (the  "Exchange’*).  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Commission  has  authorized  an  Im¬ 
mediate,  full  scale  Investigation  of  all  aspects 
of  the  events  surrounding  the  default.  In¬ 
cluding  but  not  limited  to,  the  activities  of 
the  Exchange  and  Its  officials  In  enforcing 
Exchange  rules,  the  compliance  by  member 
firms  of  the  Exchange  with  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act.  as  amended  (the  “Act**) .  and 
the  actions  and  alleged  justifications  of  both 
the  longs  and  shorts  which  brought  about 
the  situation. 

The  law  requires,  and  the  Commission  ex¬ 
pects.  the  Exchange  to  pursue  Its  own  Inde¬ 
pendent  investigation  of  the  matter  and 
forthwith  to  provide  the  Commission  with 
a  report  of  its  findings  and  he  actions  to 
be  taken  by  the  Exchange  to  punish  any 
persons  found  to  have  violated  Exchange 
rules. 

We  wish  to  advise  you  that  we  regard  this 
matter  as  one  of  the  utmost  Importance;  so 
much  so  that  we  have  diverted  Investigators 
and  economists  from  other  pressing  duties 
at  the  Commission  to  participate  In  this  In¬ 
vestigation.  We  expect  and  require  the  full 
cooperation  of  the  Exchange.  Its  officials  and 
member  firms.  While  we  would  like  to  be 
In  a  position  promptly  to  take  enforcement 
action  which  would  place  responsibility  on 
those  at  fault  (as  well  as  take  prompt  regu¬ 
latory  action  which  would  prevent  a  situ¬ 
ation  of  this  sort  from  occurring  again),  an 
Investigation  of  this  magnitude  will,  of  ne¬ 
cessity.  take  time  to  complete.  Nonetheless, 
we  will  proceed  expeditiously  and  hope  to 
complete  our  investigation  as  soon  as  possi¬ 
ble. 

There  are,  however,  two  other  aspects  of 
the  situation  which  also  require  your  Im¬ 
mediate  attention — each  involves  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  Maine  potato  futures 
contract  and  what  must  be  done  to  prevent 
sluations  of  this  sort  from  occurring  again; 

1.  The  Commission  believes  that  the  May 
1977  Maine  potato  futures  contract  (cur¬ 
rently  on  the  board  for  the  1976  crop  year) 
should  be  traded  for  Uquidation  only.  The 
May  contract  has  traditionally  presented  a 
problem  because  of  the  inability  of  traders  to 
ascertain  deliverable  supply  at  that  time  of 
year.  The  Commission  strongly  urges  that 
the  Exchange  take  appropriate  action  to  re¬ 
move  the  current  May  contract  from  trad¬ 
ing;  such  trading  ban  to  continue  until 
such  time  as  the  other  Issues  involving  the 
contract  terms  and  conditions  (discussed 
below)  can  be  resolved.1  If  the  Exchange 
does  not  tak  the  recommended  action  by 
June  2,  1976,*  the  Commission  will  promptly 
consider  whether  trading  in  all  potato  fu¬ 
tures  contracts  on  the  Exchange  should  be 
halted  under  the  Commission’s  emergency 
powers — Section  8a(9)  of  the  Act — or,  alter¬ 
natively,  whether  the  designation  of  the  Ex¬ 
change  for  trading  in  potato  futures  should 
be  suspended  or  revoked — Sections  5b  and 
6(a)  of  the  Act. 


1  Reference  is  made  to  item  F  on  page  4 
hereof.  That  Item  expresses  the  staff  view 
that  Justification  for  continuation  of  a  May 
contract  In  potato  futures  is  necessary.  - 
1  Submission  under  Section  5a  (12)  of  the 
Act  of  an  Exchange  plan  to  trade  the  May 
1977  Maine  potato  futures  contract  for  liqui¬ 
dation  only  will  constitute  the  requisite 
action. 


2.  As  you  are  aware,  the  Commission  staff 
has  for  some  time  been  concerned  about  the 
general  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Maine 
potato  contract  traded  on  the  Exchange, 
and  has  discussed  fundamental  changes  in 
those  terms  and  conditions  with  Exchange 
officials  continuously  since  the  Commission 
granted  designation  to  the  Exchange  as  a 
contract  market  for  potatoes  (July  18.  1975). 
The  Commission  monitors  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  contracts  of  sale  to  be  executed 
on  or  subject  to  the  rules  of  a  designated 
contract  market  for  purposes  of  ascertaining 
whether  designation  should  continue  in  ef¬ 
fect. 

Because  of  the  current  situation,  such 
fundamental  changes  must  now  be  imple¬ 
mented.  Accordingly,  at  a  minimum,  the 
Commission  hereby  requests  that  the  Ex¬ 
change  submit  proposed  changes  in  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  its  potato  contract*  with 
respect  to  such  matters  as : 

A.  Deliverable  Supply 

The  deliverable  supply  must  be  expanded. 
It  has  been  suggested  that  this  can  be  ac¬ 
complished  by  lifting  the  “Maine  grown” 
provision  and  by  increasing  the  number  of 
varieties  deliverable  on  the  contract. 

B.  Delivery  Points 

The  adequacy  of  the  number  of  delivery 
points  and  their  individual  and  collective 
ability  to  handle  sufficient  deliveries  to  avoid 
price  distortions  must  be  improved. 

C.  Transportation 

The  contract  terms  limiting  deliveries  to 
rail  cars  do  not  reflect  the  current  shipping 
pattern  in  the  cash  market  and  should  be  ex¬ 
panded  to  allow  truck  delivery. 

D.  Inspection  Procedures 

The  inspection  procedures  must  be  re¬ 
viewed  and  Improved  to  asure  that  they  do 
not  act  as  a  restriction  on  supply  or  as  an 
impediment  to  delivery. 

E.  Delivery  Pack 

The  acceptability  of  the  existing  delivery 
pack  provision  is  questionable.  There  is  a  very 
limited  movement  of  potatoes  in  straight 
loads  and  a  rapidly  declining  rate  in  50 
pound  bags. 

F.  Delivery  Months 

There  is  a  serious  question  as  to  whether 
there  is  an  adequate  supply  of  potatoes  gen¬ 
erally  available  to  allow  the  continuation  of 
a  May  contract. 

Concurrent  with  the  submission  of  the  re¬ 
vised  contract,  a  plan  outlining  how  posi¬ 
tions  in  the  currently  existing  contracts  will 
be  liquidated  or  transferred  to  the  new  con¬ 
tract  must  be  submitted. 

If  such  changes  are  not  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Commission,  the  Commission 
will  then  either  (i)  Institute  proceedings  to 
suspend  or  revoke  the  Exchange’s  designation 
for  trading  in  potato  futures  under  Sections 
5b  and  6(a)  of  the  Act,  or  (li)  specify  to  the 
Exchange,  pursuant  to  Section  8a(7)  of  the 
Act,  the  changes  to  be  effected,  on  the  Ex¬ 
change’s  behalf,  in  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  contract  of  sale  for  potatoes  to  be 
executed  on  or  subject  to  the  rules  of  the 
Exchange.  If  alternative  (11)  is  adopted  and 
such  terms  and  conditions  are  not  thereafter 
promptly  implemented  by  appropriate  sub- 


*  The  Commission  understands  that  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Exchange  staff  will  meet  on  these 
matters  with  members  of  the  Commission 
staff  today  and  expects  a  response  to  the  mat¬ 
ters  raised  by  June  2,  1976.  Subsequently, 
submissions  pursuant  to  section  5a  (12)  of 
the  Act  will,  of  course,  be  required. 


mission  to  the  Commission,  the  Commission 
will  hold  a  hearing,  as  required  by  Section 
8a(7)  of  the  Act,  to  Ascertain  whether  the 
changes  specified  by  the  Commission  “are 
necessary  or  appropriate  for  the  protection 
of  persons  producing,  handling,  processing  or 
consuming  •  •  •  (potatoes]  or  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  traders  or  to  ensure  fair  dealing 
in  •  *  •"  potato  futures  traded  on  the  Ex¬ 
change. 

Furthermore,  in  light  of  what  has  oc¬ 
curred,  several  other  more  general  rules  of 
the  Exchange  probably  will  require  modifica¬ 
tion  or  change.  You  should  discuss  with 
Thomas  A.  Russo  of  our  Trading  and  Markets 
Division  what  changes  the  Exchange  deems 
appropriate.  That  Division  will  concurrently 
begin  its  own  review  and  discuss  with  you 
what  changes  it  deems  appropriate. 

Members  of  the  staff  of  the  Commission 
will  be  in  direct  contact  with  you  with  re¬ 
spect  to  our  investigation.  William  R.  Schief. 
the  Director  of  the  Commission's  Division  of 
Enforcement,  will  be  in  charge  of  the  investi¬ 
gation.  Dr.  Mark  Powers,  the  Director  of  the 
Commission’s  Division  of  Economics  and  Ed¬ 
ucation,  will  be  in  charge  of  matters  relating 
to  contract  terms  and  conditions. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Commodity  Futures  Tradino 
Commission, 

William  T.  Bagley, 

Chairman. 

( FR  Doc.76-20728  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


EXCHANGE  OFFICIALS 
Indemnification 

The  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission  (“Commission”)  announced 
today  that  it  regards  the  policy  of  in¬ 
demnification  against  certain  liabilities 
arising  under  the  Commodity  Exchange 
Act,  as  amended  (“Act”) ,  of  officers,  di¬ 
rectors  and  other  officials  of  exchanges 
designated  as  contract  markets  as  con¬ 
trary  to  public  policy  in  situations  which 
have  regulatory  implications.  By  letter 
dated  July  9,  1976,  the  Commission  ad¬ 
vised  all  contract  markets  of  its  views 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

A  number  of  contract  markets  re¬ 
cently  submitted  to  the  Commission  pro¬ 
posed  rules  which  may  authorize  or  re¬ 
quire  the  exchange  to  reimburse  its  offi¬ 
cers,  directors,  and  other  exchange 
officials  for  liabilities  and  expenses  in¬ 
curred  defending  actions  taken  in  an 
official  capacity,  including  amounts  paid 
for  legal  fees,  settlements  or  judgments 
in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings  and  pen¬ 
alties  approved  by  the  Commission  for 
violations  of  the  Act  or  the  regulations 
thereunder.  The  Commission  is  aware 
that  existing  bylaws  and  rules  of  certain 
other  contract  markets  contain  similar 
provisions  regarding  indemnification. 
Some  of  these  rules  have  been  submitted 
for  Commission  approval  pursuant  to 
section  5a<12)  of  the  Act;  other  con¬ 
tract  markets  have  asserted  that  these 
rules  do  not  require  prior  approval  by 
the  Commission  because,  in  their  view, 
these  rules  do  not  relate  to  terms  and 
conditions  in  contracts  of  sale  or  other 
trading  requirements.  After  careful  con¬ 
sideration.  the  Commission  has  deter¬ 
mined  not  to  approve  or  disapprove 
these  rules  pursuant  to  section  5a  (12) 

/ 
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at  this  time.1  However,  from  the  review 
that  was  conducted,  the  Commission  has 
observed  various  aspects  of  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  these  rules  which  it  believes 
necessitate  a  Commission  policy  state¬ 
ment  at  this  time. 

If  the  Commission  finds,  after  hear¬ 
ing,  that  any  director,  officer,  agent,  or 
employee  of  any  contract  market  (here¬ 
inafter  “exchange  official”)  is  violating 
or  has  violated  any  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  or  any  of  the  rules,  regulations 
or  orders  of  the  Commission  thereunder, 
section  6b  of  the  Act  authorizes  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  assess  a  civil  penalty,  against 
such  persons,  of  up  to  $100,000  for  each 
violation.’  It  is  and  will  be  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  policy  to  consider  carefully  all  the 
facts  and  circumstances  surrounding  the 
participation  of  individual  exchange  offi¬ 
cials  in  alleged  violations  of  the  Act 
before  taking  enforcement  action  against 
such  individual  exchange  officials  and  to 
impose  civil  penalties  on  such  officials 
only  in  cases  involving  culpable  conduct. 
But  if  a  fine  or  civil  penalty  is  imposed 
on  an  exchange  official  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  6b  of  the  Act,  the  Commission  be¬ 
lieves  that  it  would  be  against  public 
policy,  as  expressed  in  the  Act,  for  an 
exchange  designated  by  the  Commission 
as  a  contract  market  to  indemnify  its 
officials  for  the  civil  penalty,  or  any  fine 
that  might  be  susbequently  imposed  for 
failure  to  comply  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order.  As  interpreted  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  one  of  the  basic  purposes  of  sec¬ 
tion  6b  is  to  stimulate  diligence  on  the 
part  of  persons  who  are  responsible  for 
assuring  that  contract  markets  adhere 
to  the  standards  and  requirements  of  the 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  regulations.  If 
exchange  officials  know  that  they  need 
not  pay  a  penalty  imposed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  the  prophylactic  and  deterrent 
effect  of  section  6b  would  be  undermined. 
Since  the  threat  of  a  civil  penalty  is  an 
important  factor  in  assuring  compliance 
in  such  cases,  indemnification  would  be 
contrary  to  public  policy. 


i  Section  5a(  12)  of  the  Act,  7  U.S.C.  1  7a 
(12)  (Supp.  IV,  1974),  requires  that  contract 
markets  submits  to  the  Commission  for  Its 
approval  all  bylaws,  rules,  regulations  and 
resolutions  of  the  contract  market  which  re¬ 
late  to  “terms  and  conditions  in  contracts  of 
sale”  or  “other  trading  requirements."  The 
words  “terms  and  conditions  In  contracts  of 
sale”  and  “other  trading  requirements”  are 
not  defined  In  the  Act  or  Its  legislative  his¬ 
tory.  As  a  result,  the  scope  of  section  5a(12) 
and  the  types  of  contract  market  rules  which 
must  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  are  unresolved  at  this  time.  The 
Commission  has  requested  comment  as  to 
the  types  of  operational  and  administrative 
rules  which  should  be  exempt  from  the 
prior-approval  requirements  of  section  6a 
(12)  of  the  Act.  See  41  Fed.  Reg.  9528  (March 
4,  1976). 

’  Section  6b  provides  In  relevant  part  that — 

1 1]  f  any  contract  market,  or  any  director, 
officer,  agent,  or  employee  of  any  contract 
market  otherwise  Is  violating  or  has  violated 
any  of  the  provisions  of  this  chapter  or  any 
of  the  rules,  regulations,  or  orders  of  the 
ComnqJsslon  thereunder,  the  Commission 
may  •  •  •  make  and  enter  an  order  directing 
that  such  contract  market,  director,  officer. 


The  Commission  wishes  to  make  clear 
that,  in  its  view,  there  is  no  distinction 
between  direct  indemnification,  such  as 
that  provided  pursuant  to  the  terms  of 
a  contract  market  rule,  and  indirect  in¬ 
demnification,  such  as  that  provided  by 
insurance  or  a  separate  agreement  be¬ 
tween  an  exchange  and  its  officers.  In  the 
latter  case,  the  Commission  believes  that 
the  effect  would  be  the  same  as  indemni¬ 
fication  provided  by  an  exchange  rule, 
and  would  be,  to  that  extent,  also  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  regulatory  purposes  of 
the  Act  and  contrary  to  public  policy. 
The  Commission  takes  no  position  at  this 
time  with  respect  to  indemnification  of 
exchange  officials  for  liabilities  arising 
out  of  civil  proceedings  instituted  by  pri¬ 
vate  parties.  The  Commission  also  wish¬ 
es  to  note  that  the  views  expressed  in  this 
release  are  not  limited  to  exchange  offi¬ 
cials.  For  example,  the  Commission  be¬ 
lieves  that  it  would  be  against  public  pol¬ 
icy  for  a  registered  futures  commission 
merchant  to  indemnify  its  officers,  part¬ 
ners,  directors  or  other  officials  for  fines 
or  civil  penalties  imposed  pursuant  to 
provisions  of  the  Act  comparable  to  those 
pursuant  to  which  exchange  officials  are 
penalized. 

Dated:  July  9, 1976. 

William  T.  Bagley, 
Chairman,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.76-20577  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
RECEIVED  JULY  5-9,  1976 

Availability 

Environmental  impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  July  5, 1976  through  July  9, 
1976.  The  date  of  receipt  for  each  state¬ 
ment  is  noted  in  the  statement  sum¬ 
mary.  Under  Council  Guidelines  the 
minimum  period  for  public  review  and 
comment  on  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  in  forty-five  (45)  days  from 
this  Federal  Register  notice  of  avail¬ 
ability  (August  30,  1976).  The  thirty 
(30)  day  period  for  each  final  statement 
begins  on  the  day  the  statement  is  made 
available  to  the  Council  and  to  com¬ 
menting  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  available 
at  cost,  from  the  Environmental  Law  In¬ 
stitute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 20036. 


agent,  or  employee  shall  cease  and  desist  from 
such  violation,  and  assess  a  civil  penalty  of 
not  more  than  $100,000  for  each  such  viola¬ 
tion.  If  such  contract  market,  director, 
officer,  agent,  or  employee  •  *  •  shall  fall  or 
refuse  to  obey  or  comply  with  such  order, 
such  contract  market,  director,  officer,  agent, 
or  employee  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and,  upon  conviction  thereof,  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  $100,000  or  Imprisoned  for 
not  less  than  six  months  nor  more  than  one 
year,  or  both. 

7  U.S.C.  §  13(a)  (Supp.  IV,  1974). 


nrm»TUrvT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Contact:  Coordinator  of  Environmental 
Quality  Activities,  Office  of  the  Secretary. 
U.8.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  359- A, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  (202)447-3965. 

AGRICULTURAL  STABILIZATION  AND 
CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Droit 

Agricultural  Conservation  Program,  July  8: 
The  statement  concerns  the  enactment  of 
S.  3299,  a  bill  to  amend  the  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  and  Domestic  Allotment  Act.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  amended  legislation  Is  to  direct 
the  Agricultural  Conservation  Program 
toward  an  emphasis  on  enduring  conserva¬ 
tion  and  environmental  enhancement  prac¬ 
tices  which  otherwise  might  not  be  under¬ 
taken  by  farmers  and  ranchers  without  cost- 
share  assistance  from  the  Federal  govern¬ 
ment.  Adverse  impacts  may  occur  during 
construction  phases  and  herbicide  use.  (ELR 
Order  No.  60999.) 

FOREST  SERVICE 

Final 

Long  Island  Unit  Plan,  Tongass,  National 
Forest,  Alaska,  July  8:  The  statement  con¬ 
cerns  the  land  use  plan  for  the  Long  Island 
Unit,  Tongass  National  Forest.  The  plan 
provides  recreation  areas,  Intensification  of 
timber  management,  soil  and  water  resource 
management,  promotion  of  wildlife  values, 
and  the  maintenance  of  fish  habitat. 
Adverse  Impacts  Include  the  changing  of 
wildlife  habitat,  and  the  addition  of  roads  to 
the  area.  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  EPA, 
HUD,  DOC,  USCO,  and  State  agencies,  private 
citizens,  and  companies.  (ELR  order  No. 
61008.) 

Palomar  Planning  Unit,  Cleveland  National 
Forest,  San  Diego,  and  Riverside  Counties, 
Calif.,  July  8:  The  statement  concerns  the 
58,171  acre  Palomar  Mountain  Unit  of  the 
Cleveland  National  Forest.  Within  the  Unit 
there  are  15,934  acres  of  classified  Wilderness, 
20,000  acres  of  unroaded  and  undeveloped 
lands,  50,000  acres  of  land  closed  to  public 
access  and  use  from  July  to  December  due  to 
extreme  fire  potential,  and  4,500  acres  of 
potentially  unique  vegetation.  Implementa¬ 
tion  of  the  plan  will  provide  more  opportuni¬ 
ties  tor  public  use  but  create  more  conflict 
between  people  and  wildlife  In  dispersed 
areas  now  free  from  people  use.  Increased 
risk  of  fire  by  the  addition  of  more  people  Is 
expected.  Comments  made  by:  AHP,  USA, 
HEW,  DOI,  FPC,  EPA,  State  and  local  agen¬ 
cies,  associations  and  Individuals.  (ELR 
Order  No.  61004.) 

SOIL  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Final 

Espanola-Rio  Chama  Watershed,  Rio 
Arriba,  and  Sandoval  counties  N.  Mex., 
July  8:  Proposed  Is  a  project  for  watershed 
protection  and  flood  prevention  In  Rio  Arriba 
and  Sandoval  Counties,  New  Mexico.  The  pro¬ 
posed  plan  calls  for  the  application  of  ac¬ 
celerated  land  treatment  measures  on  1,110 
acres  of  irrigated  cropland  and  23,000  acres 
of  rangeland.  The  plan  also  Includes  the 
construction  of  ten  floodwater  retarding 
structures  with  associated  appurtenances. 
A11  structures  will  be  designated  for  a  100- 
year  life  span  and  will  be  protected  by  rein¬ 
forced  concrete  emergency  spillways,  except 
Site  No.  5  which  will  have  an  earth  spillway. 
Temporary  loss  of  vegetation  and  lag  gravel 
cover  on  about  911  acres  will  occur.  (ELR 
Order  No.  61009.) 

Norwalk  River  Watershed,  Fairfield  County 
Conn.,  July  8:  The  Norwalk  River  Watershed 
Project  was  designed  for  watershed  protec¬ 
tion,  flood  prevention  and  wetland  wildlife 
habitat  improvement.  Four  Impoundment 
structures  and  a  total  of  2)1  miles  of  flood 
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prevention  channel  work  remained  to  be  con¬ 
structed.  The  structural  measures  will  dis¬ 
turb  or  alter  wildlife  habitat  in  the  area.  The 
project  will  also  require  the  displacement  of 
28  persons.  Comments  made  by:  COE,  HEW, 
DO  I,  DOT,  EPA,  State  and  regional  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  No.  61007.) 

Twentyfive  Mile  Stream  Watershed  Project 
several  counties  Maine,  July  9:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  watershed  protection  and  flood 
prevention  In  Waldo,  Kennebec,  Penobscot 
and  Somerset  Counties,  Maine.  The  project 
provides  for  accelerating  the  Installation  of 
land  treatment  measures,  the  construction  of 
structural  measures,  and  channel  enlarge¬ 
ment  and  realignment.  The  project  will  re¬ 
duce  flood  frequency  and  lower  ground  water 
table  on  about  800  acres  of  wetland.  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  AHP,  PFC,  USDA,  DBA, 
HEW,  DOI,  DOT,  EPA,  State  and  regional 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  61010.) 

Pine  River  Watershed,  Richland,  and  Ver¬ 
non  Counties  Wls.,  July  6:  Proposed  Is  a 
project  of  watershed  protection,  flood  pre¬ 
vention,  recreational  development,  and  fish 
and  wildlife  Improvement  in  Richland  and 
Vernon  Counties,  Wisconsin.  The  planned 
works  of  Improvement  Include  conservation 
land  treatment,  supplemented  by  seven  flood- 
water  retarding  structures,  two  multiple- 
purpose  structures  for  flood  prevention  and 
recreation,  4.5  miles  of  trout  stream  Improve¬ 
ment,  and  dikes  and  an  outlet  system  along 
the  Pine  River  In  the  city  of  Richland  Cen¬ 
ter.  About  5.8  miles  of  stream  will  be  Inun¬ 
dated  by  the  conservation  pools  and  wet  sedi¬ 
ment  pools.  Comments  made  by:  DOC,  HEW, 
DOI,  DOT,  EPA,  AHP,  and  State  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60993.) 

Department  of  Defense 

ARMY  CORPS 

Contact:  Dr.  C.  Grant  Ash,  Office  of  En- 
v'ronmental  Policy  Development,  Attn: 
DAEN-CWR-P,  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Engi¬ 
neers,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20314.  (202  )  693-6795. 

Draft 

Detroit  Shoreline  Flood  Protection  Study, 
Wayne  County,  Mich.,  July  6:  Proposed  is 
federal  participation  in  a  flood  protection 
project  for  portions  of  the  Wayne  County 
shoreline.  Adverse  effects  anticipated  are 
generally  short-term,  occurring  during  con¬ 
struction.  These  include  removal  of  vegeta¬ 
tion,  erosion  and  sedimentation,  air  and 
noise  pollution,  suspension  of  toxic  sediments 
and  destruction  of  bethnic  fauna.  (Detroit 
District).  (ELR  Order  No.  60990.) 

Black  River  Flood  Control  Project,  Harnett 
County,  N.C.,  July  8:  Proposed  is  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  5.1  mile  long,  35  foot  bottom 
width  channel  to  reduce  flooding  along  the 
Black  River  near  Dunn.  Adverse  effects  In¬ 
clude  the  lose  of  about  90  acres  of  bottom¬ 
land  through  clearing  and  a  possible  reduc¬ 
tion  in  the  natural  productivity  of  additional 
hardwood  bottomlands,  loss  of  natural  re¬ 
sources  in  6.8  miles  of  black  water  stream 
habitat,  and  degradation  of  Rhodes  Pond. 
(Wilmington  District).  (ELR  Order  No. 
61006.) 

Qulnby  Creek  Maintenance  Dredging,  Ac¬ 
comack  County,  Va.,  July  6:  The  statement 
concerns  the  continued  maintenance  of  the 
6,900  foot  channel  and  200  x  400  foot  turning 
basin  by  hydraulic  pipeline  dredge.  Several 
atlernatlves  for  the  disposal  of  the  80,000 
cubic  yards  of  dredged  material  are  included. 
Depending  upon  the  disposal  method,  the 
impacts  can  range  from  extensive  loes  of  tidal 
flats  biota  to  the  establishment  of  a  pro¬ 
ductive  oyster  community.  Wetlands  may  be 
lost  tor  new  disposal  areas.  (Norfolk  District) . 
(ELR  Order  No.  60987.) 


Final 

Port  San  Luis  Navigation  Project,  San  Luis 
Obispo  County,  Oalif.,  July  8:  Proposed  is  the 
Port  San  Luis  Navigation  Project,  San  Luis 
Obispo  County,  California.  The  recommended 
plan  would  Include:  construction  of  a  de¬ 
tached  rubblemound  breakwater;  removal  of 
rock  pinnacles  in  the  channel  and  anchorage 
areas;  and  provision  of  anchorage  areas  total¬ 
ling  about  60  acres.  Adverse  effects  Include 
destruction  of  about  15  acres  of  benthic  hab¬ 
itat  and  temporary  turbidity  effects  upon 
marine  organisms  from  dredging  and  break¬ 
water  construction.  Some  alteration  of  the 
esthetic  appearance  of  the  shoreline  and  har¬ 
bor  area  will  take  place.  (Los  Angeles  Dis¬ 
trict).  Comments  made  by:  AHP,  DOC,  HEW, 
DOI,  USN,  DOT,  EPA,  and  State  agencies  and 
others.  (ELR  Order  No.  60998.) 

Kentucky  R.  Basin  Flood  Control,  Nicho- 
lasvllle.  Jessamine  County,  Ky.,  July  9:  The 
proposed  project  consists  of  snagging  and 
clearing  0.5  mile  and  removing  sediment  and 
debris  from  a  channel  of  Town  Fork  In  Nlch- 
olasvllle,  Kentucky.  Construction  of  a  trash 
collector  and  bypass  is  also  part  of  the  pro¬ 
posal.  Adverse  Impacts  Include  the  altera¬ 
tion  of  aquatic  habitat;  limited  stream  sllta- 
tlon;  and  temporary  air  and  noise  pollution 
during  construction.  (ELR  Order  No.  61012.) 

Federal  Energy  Administration 

Contact:  Mr.  Robert  Stern,  Director,  Office 
of  Environmental  Impact,  Federal  Energy 
Administration,  New  Poet  Office  Building, 
Room  7119,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
NW,  Washington,  D.C.  20461,  202-961-8621. 
Draft 

Schiller  Generating  Station,  Coal  Conver¬ 
sion,  Rockingham  County,  N.H.,  July  6:  Pro¬ 
posed  is  the  issuance  of  a  Notice  of  Effective¬ 
ness  to  prohibit  the  burning  of  oil  or  gas  as 
the  primary  source  of  fuel  under  the  Energy 
Supply  and  Environmental  Coordination 
Act,  Section  2.  Potential  adverse  effects  in¬ 
clude  Increased  air  pollution  with  possible 
violations  of  federal  and  state  24-hour  sec¬ 
ondary  standards,  increased  ask  generation 
with  associated  site  use  and  pile  runoff  re¬ 
leases,  increased  water  pollution,  and  dis¬ 
turbance  of  aquatic  and  life  resources.  (ELR 
Order  No.  60988.) 

Federal  Power  Commission 

Contact:  Dr.  Jack  M.  Heinemann,  Acting 
Asst.  Director,  for  Environmental  Quality, 
441  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C  20426, 
202-275-4791. 

Final 

California  Aqueduct  Project,  several  coun¬ 
ties  Calif.,  July  6:  The  statement  discusses 
the  application t  of  the  State  of  California 
Dept,  of  Water'  Resources  and  the  city  of 
Los  Angeles  Dept,  of  Water  and  Power  for  a 
major  license  for  construction,  operation 
of  the  California  Aqueduct  Project  to  be 
located  in  the  Counties  of  Los  Angeles,  Kern, 
San  Bernardino,  and  San  Luis  Obispo.  The 
project  would  include  the  Devil  Canyon 
Power  Drop,  the  C  as  talc  Power  Drop,  the 
Cottonwood  Power  Drop,  and  the  Sam  Luis 
Obispo  Power  Drop.  Adverse  Impacts  include 
the  inundation  of  land,  possible  changes  in 
water  quality,  and  possible  land  use  changes 
due  to  urbanization. 

Comments  made  by:  AHP,  AEC,  USDA, 
COE,  HEW,  DOI,  DOT,  EPA,  and  State  and 
local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  60992.) 

Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

Contact:  Mr.  Richard  H.  Broun,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  Room  7258, 
451  7th  Street,  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20410, 
202-755-6306.  v 

Draft 

Trams  Union  Development,  Diamond  Path 
Addition,  Dakota  County,  Mich.,  July  6:  De¬ 


velopers  of  this  1,200  housing  unit  develop¬ 
ment  propose  that  HUD  provide  mortgage 
insurance  for  64  slngle-faunlly  homes  in  the 
first  stage.  The  development  covers  322  acres 
of  cultivated  agricultural  land.  Adverse 
effects  Include  removal  of  farmland  from  pro¬ 
duction,  increased  noise  and  air  pollution. 
Increased  traffic,  Increased  demand  for  public 
services  and  facilities,  and  lack  of  low  and 
moderate  income  housing. 

(ELR  Order  No.  60994.) 

Department  of  Interior 

Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review,  Room  7260. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington.  D.C. 
20240,  202-343-3891. 

bureau  of  reclamation 

Final 

Four  Corners  Powerplant  amd  Navajo  Mine, 
Modlflcat,  San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex.,  July  6: 
The  Four  Corners  Powerplant  proposes  to 
modify  the  air  pollution  equipment  on  all 
units  In  order  to  bring  the  plamt  Into  com¬ 
pliance  with  existing  state  and  federal  stand¬ 
ards.  A  200-acre  limestone  quarry  and  kiln 
would  be  opened  130  miles  northwest  of  the 
plant.  Utah  International  Inc.  (Navajo  Mine) 
is  requesting  an  additional  amendment  to 
their  present  lease.  Amendment  Four  to  the 
Navajo  Mine  would  disturb  approximately 
3,000  acres  of  land  over  its  30-year  life.  If 
mine  reclamation  is  not  successful,  this  could 
be  a  permanent  displacement.  Comments 
made  by:  UBDA,  USA,  DOC,  HEW,  HUD.  DOI, 
EPA,  ERDA,  and  State  and  local  agencies. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60989.) 

NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Final 

Master  Plan,  Olympic  National  Park,  sev¬ 
eral  counties  Washington,  July  6 :  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  a  proposed  new  conceptual 
master  plan,  which  will  establish  develop¬ 
mental  patterns  and  management  goals.  The 
plan  calls  for  Improved  visitor  Information- 
orientation  programs;  Improved  backcountry 
experience  and  reduced  ecological  degrada¬ 
tion,  and  improved  access  and  reduced  traf¬ 
fic  congestion.  Adverse  effects  will  include 
the  acquisition  of  private  lands  and  phasing 
out  of  low-cost  cabins  at  Sol  Due  Hot 
Springs.  Comments  made  by:  AHP,  USDA. 
DOC,  HUD,  DOI,  USCG,  FPC.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60985.) 

St.  Croix  National  Scenic  Riverway,  Min¬ 
nesota,  and  Wisconsin,  July  6:  Proposed  Is 
the  provision  of  a  master  plan  for  the  use. 
preservation,  development,  and  Interpreta¬ 
tion  of  the  St.  Croix  National  Scenic  River¬ 
way  and  adjacent  State  lands.  Plan  imple¬ 
mentation  would  require  77.35  acres  of  clean - 
cleared  space,  17.86  of  which  would  be  re¬ 
moved  from  available  wildlife  habitat.  Wild¬ 
life  use  of  the  remaining  60  acres  will  be  re¬ 
duced.  Comments  made  by:  USDA,  COE,  DOI. 
DOT,  AHP,  EPA,  FPC,  and  State  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  60986.) 

National  Science  Foundation 

Contact :  Dr.  Thomas  O.  Jones,  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  to  the  Director  of  Astronomical,  At¬ 
mospheric,  Earth  and  Ocean  Sciences,  Room 
703,  Washington,  D.C.  20550,  202-632-4180 

Final 

Ross  Ice  Shelf  Project,  July  6:  This  state¬ 
ment  discusses  the  Ross  Ice  Shelf  Project 
which  Is  being  conducted  by  the  University 
of  Nebraska  on  the  Roes  Ice  Shelf  in  the  Ant¬ 
arctic  as  a  multiple  year  field  operation.  The 
main  effort  will  involve  drilling  through  the 
Shelf  to  allow  access  to  the  water  column 
and  the  sea  floor  below.  The  field  effort  of 
the  first  two  years  has  employed  explosion 
seismology  and  other  surface  geophysical  and 
glaclologlcal  techniques  to  define  details  of  a 
designated  portion  of  the  Ice  Shelf.  No  Im¬ 
pacts  of  great  magnitude  are  anticipated. 
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Gomments  made  by:  DOT,  DOI,  ST  AT,  EPA, 
AEC.  (ELR  Order  No.  60991.) 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 

Contact:  Mr.  Bernard  Rerscbe,  Director  of 
Division  of  Reactor  Licensing,  P-722,  NRC, 
Washington.  D.C.  20555,  301-492-7373. 

Draft  • 

Indian  Point  Unit  2,  Once-Through  Cool¬ 
ing,  Westchester  County,  N.Y.,  July  9:  Pro¬ 
posed  Is  the  Issuance  of  an  amendment  to 
the  Facility  Operating  License  held  by  Con¬ 
solidated  Edison.  The  amendment  would  per¬ 
mit  the  company  to  continue  Its  once- 
through  cooling  system  for  an  additional  two 
years.  The  extension  would  permit  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  on-golng  research  studies  and  the 
gathering  of  additional  data.  The  primary 
adverse  effect  Is  the  loss  of  fish  life  by  Im¬ 
pingement  and  entrainment  at  the  plant. 
(ELR  Order  No.  61013.) 

Department  of  Transportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Martin  Convlsser,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  400  7th  Street, 
SW„  Washington,  D.C.  20590,  202-426-4357. 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Final 

Rush  County  Airport,  Kans.,  July  7:  The 
statement  concerns  the  construction  of  an 
airport  In  Rush  County  near  LaCross,  Kan¬ 
sas.  Included  In  the  proposal  Is  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  3200'  x  60'  Runway  16/34  with 
exit  taxiway  and  ramp  and  associated  taxi- 
ways,  aprons,  etc.  Since  the  airport  would 
be  used  primarily  for  small  aircraft  (private 
and  business)  adverse  effects  due  to  noise 
and  air  pollution  are  expected  to  be  minimal. 
(ELR  Order  No.  60996.) 

Draft 

Vernal  Airport,  Uintah  County,  Utah, 
July  8:  Proposed  Is  the  approval  of  a  devel¬ 
opment  project  at  Vernal  Airport  to  con¬ 
struct  new  and  resurface  old  runways  and 
taxiways,  to  acquire  easements,  and  to  in¬ 
stall  visual  approach  slope  Indicators.  Public 
controversy  surrounds  the  project.  Adverse 
effects  Include  short-term  pollution  during 
construction  operations.  Increased  noise 
levels  at  9  public  gathering  places,  and  In¬ 
creased  use  of  electrical  energy.  (ELR  Order 
No.  61000.) 

FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Fort  Wayne  Southeast  Bypass,  Interstate 
69  to  U.S.  27,  Allen  County.  Ind.,  July  6: 
Proposed  Is  the  construction  of  a  four-lane 
divided  highway  In  the  US  24  corridor  to  by¬ 
pass  Fort  Wayne.  The  8  to  13  mile  segment 
connects  1-69  and  US  27.  Adverse  effects  In¬ 
clude  Increased  noise  level,  deceased  air 
quality,  displacement  of  families  and  busi¬ 
nesses,  the  acquisition  of  agricultural  and 
farm  lands,  disturbance  of  wildlife  species, 
and  changed  traffic  patterns.  (Region  5). 
(ELR  Order  No.  60983). 

Draft 

Fort  Wayne  Southeast  Bypass.  UJS.  27  to 
U.S.  30,  Allen  County,  Ind.,  July  6:  Proposed 
Is  the  construction  of  a  four-lane  divided 
highway  In  the  US  24  corridor  to  bypass  Fort 
Wayne.  This  6  to  10  mile  segment  connects 
US  27  and  US  30.  Adverse  effects  Include 
displacement  of  13  families,  and  5  businesses. 
Increased  noise  and  air  pollution,  and  acqui¬ 
sition  of  land.  (Region  5)  (ELR  Order  No. 
60984) 

U.S.  95  and  Interstate  515  Spur,  East  Leg, 
Clark  County,  Nevv.  July  8:  Proposed  Is  the 
construction  of  a  20-mile  segment  of  U.S. 
95  from  Las  Vegas  to  an  unincorporated  area 
of  Clark  County.  The  leg  has  been  declared 
a  Federal  Aid  Priority  Primary  Route.  Part 


of  the  segment  has  been  approved  as  a  spur 
of  1-15  (1-515  Spur).  Adverse  effects  include 
the  acquisition  of  600  acres  resulting  In  the 
loss  of  natural  vegetation,  wildlife  habitat 
and  an  expanse  of  open  desert  terrain  In 
the  Las  Vegas  Valley,  the  relocation  of  many 
families  and  businesses,  loss  of  low-income 
housing,  Increased  air  and  noise  pollution, 
potential  runoff  and  downstream  erosion 
problems,  and  an  undetermined  Impact  on 
one  archaeological  site.  (ELR  Order  No. 
60100.) 

Interstate  95  Relocation,  Petersburg  to  In¬ 
terstate  64  Interchange,  Prince  George. 
Chesterfield,  and  Henrico  Counties.  Va.,  July 
9:  Proposed  is  a  new  location  for  1-95  from 
South  of  Petersburg,  Virginia,  to  a  new  In¬ 
terchange  between  1-95  and  1-64  In  Henrico 
County,  east  of  Richmond.  The  highway  will 
vary  from  four  to  six  lanes,  depending  on 
traffic  volumes.  It  will  be  divided  along  Its 
entire  31.88  to  44.47  mile  length.  Adverse 
effects  Include  the  displacement  of  from  280 
to  630  persons,  negative  impacts  on  existing 
businesses,  loss  of  wildlife  habitat  Including 
crossing  of  a  minimum  of  6  to  10  acres  of 
wetlands,  some  decline  In  water  quality,  and 
possible  exceeding  of  FHWA  design  noise 
levels.  (Region  3).  (ELR  Order  No.  61011.) 

Final 

27th  Street  Improvement,  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
Lancaster  County,  Nebr.,  July  8:  The  pro¬ 
posed  project  consists  of  reconstructing  a 
0.9  mile  segment  of  27th  Street  to  a  four- 
lane  urban  type  facility.  The  project  also  In¬ 
cludes  traffic  signal  renovation  and  street 
lighting  Improvements.  Section  4(f)  land 
from  Antelope  Park  and  "Sunken  Gardens” 
may  be  encroached  upon.  Three  homes  will 
require  relocation:  69  on-street  parking 
spaces  and  10  off-street  parking  spaces  will 
be  displaced.  Comments  made  by :  DOT,  SB  A, 
COE,  USD  A,  DOI,  EPA,  and  State  and  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  61006.) 

Interstate-80,  Pershing  County,  Nev., 
July  8:  The  proposed  action  is  the  design 
and  construction  of  a  14.8  mile  section  of 
Interstate  Route  80  which  lies  between  a 
point  5.5  miles  southwest  of  Lovelock  to  a 
point  8  miles  northeast  of  Lovelock.  This 
section  removes  thru-traffic  from  existing 
U.S.  40  and  the  downtown  Lovelock  area. 
The  roadway  will  require  658  acres  of  pri¬ 
vately  held  land  for  right-of-way  and  will 
displace  one  business  and  from  60  to  70 
people.  Comments  made  by:  USDA,  DOI, 
DOT,  EPA,  and  State  and  local  agencies,  and 
other  agencies  and  organizations.  (ELR  Order 
No.  61003.) 

U.S.  COAST  GUARD 

Draft 

Coast  Guard  Family  Housing,  Eureka, 
Humboldt  County,  Calif.,  July  7:  Proposed 
Is  the  acquisition  of  6  acres  for  construction 
of  62  units  of  family  housing  for  Coast  Guard 
personnel.  Adverse  effects  Include  Increased 
use  of  sewage  treatment  facilities,  per¬ 
manent  displacement  of  wildlife  and  re¬ 
moval  of  vegetation,  potential  Increased 
erosion  and  sedimentation,  and  negative 
aesthetic  Impacts.  (ELR  Order  No.  60997.) 

Interstate-496  and  Relocated  State  Route 
140,  Taunton,  Massachusetts.  The  proposed 
Improvement  Is  an  extension  of  Massachu¬ 
setts  SR.  25  westward  from  an  Interchange 
with  S.R.  24  In  Bridgewater  to  Route  1-95  In 
the  Foxborough /Mansfield  area.  The  6-lane 
highway,  designated  1-498.  runs  for  14.3 
miles  and  includes  6  interchanges.  Also 
proposed  Is  the  relocation  of  Route  140 
from  Its  interchange  with  Route  1-95  In  Fox- 
borough  to  an  interchange  with  proposed 
Route  25,  south  of  Mansfield’s  town  center. 
Alternative  B  would  displace  about  60  res¬ 
idential  structures  and  three  businesses  and 
would  commit  48  acres  of  productive  farm¬ 
land  to  highway  use.  (Region  1) .  (Comments 


made  by:  DOI.  HEW,  HUD,  USDA,  EPA, 
GSA,  TREA,  USCG,  and  State  agencies.) 
(ELR  Order  No.  61001.) 

Gary  L.  Widman, 
General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.76-20573  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  ami 

ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 
LIVERMORE  LABORATORIES 

Preparation  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act,  the  Energy  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Administration  (ERDA)  has 
commenced  the  preparation  of  a  draft 
environmental  statement  on  its  opera¬ 
tions  at  Lawrence  Livermore  Laboratory 
and  Sandia  Laboratories  at  Livermore, 
Alameda  County,  California.  The  Liver¬ 
more  laboratories  have  been  in  operation 
for  over  20  years.  Nuclear  weapons  de¬ 
sign,  research  and  development  activities 
are  conducted  at  both  laboratories.  Re¬ 
search  and  development  is  also  con¬ 
ducted  in  the  general  energy  area.  En¬ 
vironmental  assessments  were  prepared 
on  the  operations  at  the  two  laboratories 
and  will  be  used  as  background  docu¬ 
mentation  in  the  preparation  of  the  draft 
statement. 

The  current  cumulative  impact  on  the 
environment  of  the  operation  of  the  var¬ 
ious  facilities  will  be  assessed  as  well  as 
the  anticipated  future  impact  of  con¬ 
tinuing  the  operations  at  the  site.  When 
completed,  the  draft  statement  will  be 
circulated  for  review  to  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  and  interested  public 
organizations  and  Individuals.  The  com¬ 
ments  received  on  the  draft  statement 
will  be  considered  in  the  preparation  of 
the  final  statement  which  will  provide 
environmental  input  into  ERDA  de¬ 
cisions  affecting  the  future  operations 
at  the  Livermore  site. 

Copies  of  documents  to  be  utilized  in 
the  preparation  of  this  draft  environ¬ 
mental  statement  will  be  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Lawrence  Livermore  Lab¬ 
oratory,  and  the  assessments  and  a 
bibliography  of  the  documents  will  be 
available  at  the  ERDA  public  document 
rooms  at: 

ERDA  Headquarters,  20  Massachusetts  Ave¬ 
nue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 

Albuquerque  Operations  Office,  Kirkland  Air 
Force  Base  East,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 
Chicago  Operations  Office,  9800  South  Cass 
Avenue,  Argonne,  Illinois.  * 

Idaho  Operations  Office,  650  Second  Street, 
Idaho  Falls,  Idaho. 

Oak  Ridge  Operations  Office,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Oak  Ridge.  Tennessee. 

Nevada  Operations  Office,  2753  South  High¬ 
land  Drive,  Las  Vegas.  Nevada. 

Richland  Operations  Office,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing.  Richland.  Washington. 

San  Francisco  Operations  Office,  1333  Broad¬ 
way.  Oakland.  California. 

Savannah  River  Operations  Office,  Savannah 
River  Plant.  Aiken,  South  Carolina. 

All  interested  agencies,  organizations, 
or  persons  desiring  to  submit  comments 
or  suggestions  for  consideration  in  con¬ 
nection  wiht  the  preparation  of  the  draft 
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environmental  statement  should  submit 
them  to  W.  H.  Pennington,  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  NEPA  Coordination,  Mail  Station 
E-201,  U.S.  Energy  Research  and  De¬ 
velopment  Administration,  Washington, 
D  C.  20545,  telephone  (301)  353-4241,  on 
or  before  August  30, 1976.  Those  desiring 
a  copy  of  the  draft  environmental  state¬ 
ment  when  it  is  issued  should  notify  Mr. 
Pennington. 

Dated  at  Germantown.  Maryland,  this 
13th  day  of  July  1976. 

For  the  Energy  Research  and  Devel¬ 
opment  Administration. 

James  L.  Livekman. 

Assistant  Administrator 
for  Environment  and  Safety. 

[FR  Doc.76-20531  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

|FRL  584-7) 

ARKANSAS 

Required  Revision  to  Implementation  Plan 
for  Attainment  and  Maintenance  of  24- 
Hour  Particulate  Standard 

In  this  notice,  the  EPA  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Region  VI  finds  that  the 
inplementation  plan  for  the  following 
Air  Quality  Control  Regions  in  the  State 
of  Arkansas  is  inadequate  for  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  24-hour  national  ambient  air 
quality  standard  for  particulate  matter, 
and  that  the  implementation  plan  for  the 
Little  Rock  Air  Quality  Maintenance 
Area  is  inadequate  for  the  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  24-hour  na¬ 
tional  ambient  air  quality  standard  for 
particulate  matter. 

Table  I 

AQCR  016 — Central  Arkansas  (containing 

Little  Rock  AQMA) 

AQCR  017 — Metropolitan  Port  Smith  Inter¬ 
state — Arkansas  portion 
AQCR  018 — Metropolitan  Memphis  Inter¬ 
state — Arkansas  portion 
AQCR  019 — Monroe-El  Dorado  Interstate — 
Arkansas  portion 
AQCR  020 — Northeast  Arkansas 

He  is  therefore  requesting  that  the 
State  submit  a  revision  to  the  plan  to 
correct  those  deficiencies.  The  Regional 
Administrator  has  formally  notified  the 
Governor  of  this  matter  in  a  letter  dated 
July  1,  1976. 

Detailed  Discussion  of  Action 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  under 
Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40 
CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  approved 
the  control  strategy  for  the  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  national  primary 
and  secondary  standards  for  particulates 
in  the  State  of  Arkansas.  The  implemen¬ 
tation  plan  was  originally  designed  to 
attain  these  national  standards  by  July 
1975.  Furthermore,  on  March  8,  1973  (38 
FR  6279),  EPA  disapproved  all  imple¬ 
mentation  plans  with  respect  to  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  national  standards. 

Following  this  action,  on  September  9, 
1975,  EPA  identified  the  Little  Rock  area 
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as  an  air  quality  maintenance  area — an 
area  that  has  the  potential  for  failing  to 
maintain  a  national  air  quality  standard 
(40  FR  41942,  published  as  40  CFR 
52.181). 

The  Regional  Administrator  of  EPA’s 
Region  VI  finds  that  the  presently  ap¬ 
proved  control  strategy  portion  of  the  im¬ 
plementation  plan  for  particulate  matter 
for  the  AQCRs  indicated  in  Table  1  is  in¬ 
adequate  to  attain  the  24-hour  national 
ambient  air  quality  standard  for  par¬ 
ticulate  matter,  and  for  the  Little  Rock 
AQMA,  is  also  inadequate  for  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  standard. 

This  finding  is  based  upon  recent  air 
quality  data.  These  data  indicate  sub¬ 
stantial  and  frequent  violations  of  the 
24-hour  national  air  quality  standards. 
Furthermore,  because  many  sources  are 
already  in  compliance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  existing  plan,  there  is  little  reason 
to  believe  that  these  concentrations  will 
decrease  in  the  future.  This  problem  may 
be  compounded  by  fugitive  dust  emissions 
and  by  expected  growth  in  the  Little 
Rock  AQMA,  which  will  lead  to  increased 
emissions  and  increased  air  pollutant 
concentrations.  These  factors  indicate 
that  the  plan  is  inadequate  to  attain  and 
maintain  the  24-hour  national  ambient 
air  quality  standards.  A  detailed  analysis 
is  being  conducted  to  determine  more 
precisely  the  extent  of  the  problem.  This 
analysis  will  be  made  publicly  available. 
Rather  than  wait  for  the  completion  of 
the  analysis  however,  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  is  calling  for  a  plan  revision 
now  so  that  the  appropriate  agencies  in 
the  State  may  begin  at  once  the  process 
of  developing  their  plan  revision. 

Therefore,  the  Regional  Administrator 
finds  that  a  revision  to  parts  of  the  con¬ 
trol  strategy  for  particulate  matter  in 
the  applicable  plan  is  needed  and  hereby 
requests  the  State  to  submit  a  revision  as 
follows: 

1.  The  State  shall  prepare  and  submit 
by  July  1,  1977,  a  plan  revision  contain¬ 
ing: 

a.  All  achievable  emission  limitations 
that  are  needed  to  provide  for  the  at¬ 
tainment  of  the  national  24-hour  stand¬ 
ards  for  particulate  matter,  and 

b.  A  demonstration  of  the  effect  on  air 
quality  concentrations  of  such  measures. 

2.  If  additional  control  measures  such 
as  land  use  and  transportation  measures 
are  needed  for  attainment  of  the  na¬ 
tional  standards,  the  State  shall  prepare 
and  submit  by  July  1, 1978: 

a.  Such  measures  for  attainment  of 
the  primary  24-hour  standard  for  par¬ 
ticulate  matter,  and 

b.  A  demonstration  that  the  control 
strategy  will  attain  the  primary  24 -hour 
standard  for  particulate  matter. 

Because  the  date  for  attainment  of  the 
standard  is  unknown  at  this  time,  the 
Regional  Administrator  does  not  intend 
at  this  time  to  establish  either  a  date  for 
submission  of  a  control  strategy  that  will 
provide  for  the  maintenance  of  that 
standard  in  the  Little  Rock  AQMA,  or 
the  period  over  which  the  plan  would 
have  to  ensure  maintenance.  The  plan 


revision  must,  however,  discuss  the  types 
of  additional  measures  that  may  be 
needed  in  the  future  for  maintenance 
and  demonstrate  that  immediate  adop¬ 
tion  of  such  measures  is  not  practicable. 

For  the  same  reason,  he  will  not  estab¬ 
lish  a  date  for  submission  of  the  plan  to 
attain  the  secondary  standard.  The  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  will  reevaluate  the 
matter  and  subsequently  decide  what  the 
submission  dates  shall  be. 

The  State  shall  prepare  the  revisions 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
400  CFR  Part  51,  Subparts  A  and  B. 

The  State  shall  indicate  in  its  revised 
plan  where  attainment  of  the  standard  is 
demonstrated  the  date  by  which  the  24- 
hour  standard  for  particulate  matter  will 
be  attained.  The  Regional  Administrator 
advises  the  State  that  the  plan  revisions 
must  provide  for  the  attainment  of  the 
primary  standard  as  expeditiously  as 
practicable,  generally  not  more  than  3 
years  after  the  date  of  expected  approval 
of  the  revision,  and  for  the  attainment 
of  the  secondary  standard  within  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  after  the  date  of  expected 
approval  of  the  revision. 

The  Governor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days  of  this  notice,  a  letter  of  intent  to 
the  Regional  Administrator,  EPA,  Region 
VI,  which  identifies  the  various  action 
steps,  along  with  target  dates  for  com¬ 
pletion,  which  the  State  will  take  to  de¬ 
velop  the  plan  revision  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  set  forth  in  this 
notice.  The  State  must  also  identify  in 
the  letter  the  agencies  that  have  been 
given  responsibility  to  prepare  the  plan 
revision. 

All  of  the  applicable  plan  remains 
in  effect  until  the  plan  revision  is  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  State  to  EPA  and  is  ap¬ 
proved  by  EPA,  or  until  EPA  promulgates 
substitute  or  additional  regulations. 

This  notice  is  not  subject  to  rulemak¬ 
ing  procedures.  The  need  for  a  plan  revi¬ 
sion  is  based  upon  a  technical  finding  of 
the  Regional  Administrator  which  shows 
that  the  control  strategy  for  particulate 
matter  in  the  State  of  Arkansas  is  inade¬ 
quate  and  needs  to  be  revised.  Authority 
for  such  action  is  provided  in  section  110 
(a)(2)(H)  and  110(c)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  1970.  Ample  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor’s  determination  of  plan  inadequacy 
will  be  provided  during  the  public  hear¬ 
ing  that  the  State  is  required  to  hold  on 
the  plan  revision  before  submission  to 
EPA.  If  EPA  must  propose  and  promul¬ 
gate  its  own  regulations,  EPA  will  pro¬ 
vide  opportunity  for  written  comments 
and,  if  the  State  held  no  hearing  on  the 
revisions,  will  provide  opportunity  for  a 
public  hearing. 

(See.  110(a)  (8)  (H) ,  Clean  Air  Aot,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  (42TJJS.C.  1857o-6 (•)  (2)  (H));  see.  110(C), 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  (42  U.8.C.  1857c- 
6(c))) 

Dated:  July  1, 1976. 

John  C.  White, 
Regional  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

[FR  Doc. 7 6-20589  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 
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[FRL  586-2;  PP6Q1755/T71] 

ESTABLISHMENT  OF  A  TEMPORARY 
TOLERANCE 

Cyano(3-phenoxyphenyl)methyl  4-chloro* 
a-(l-methylethyl)  benzeneacetate 

Shell  Chemical  Co.,  1025  Connecticut 
Ave.  NW,  Washington  DC  20036,  has  sub¬ 
mitted  a  pesticide  petition  (PP  601755) 
to  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA) .  This  petition  requests  that  tem¬ 
porary  tolerances  be  established  for  resi¬ 
dues  of  the  Insecticide  cyano(3-phenoxy- 
phenyl)  methyl  4-chloro-a-(l-methyl- 
ethy)  benzeneacetate  in  or  on  cotton¬ 
seed  at  0.2  part  per  million  (ppm)  and  in 
the  fat  of  milk  at  0.02  ppm. 

Establishment  of  these  temporary 
tolerances  will  permit  the  marketing  of 
the  above  raw  agricultural  commodities 
treated  in  accordance  with  an  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  that  is  being  Issued 
concurrently  under  the  Federal  Insecti¬ 
cide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodentlcide  Act. 

An  evaluation  of  the  scientific  data  re¬ 
ported  has  shown  that  these  tolerances 
are  adequate  to  cover  residues  resulting 
from  the  proposed  experimental  use,  and 
it  has  been  determined  that  these  toler¬ 
ances  will  protect  the  public  health.  It 
has  been  concluded,  therefore,  that  the 
temporary  tolerances  should  be  estab¬ 
lished  on  condition  that  the  pesticide  be 
used  in  accordance  with  the  experimental 
use  permit  with  the  following  provisions: 

1.  The  total  amount  of  the  pesticide 
to  be  used  must  not  exceed  the  quantity 
authorized  by  the  experimental  use  per¬ 
mit. 

2.  Shell  Chemical  Co.  must  immedi¬ 
ately  notify  the  EPA  of  any  findings  from 
the  experimental  use  that  have  a  bear¬ 
ing  on  safety.  The  firm  must  also  keep 
records  of  production,  distribution,  and 
performance  and  on  request  make  the 
records  available  to  any  authorized  offi¬ 
cer  or  employee  of  the  EPA  or  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

These  temporary  tolerances  expire 
July  9,  1977.  Residues  not  in  excess  of 
0.2  ppm  remaining  in  or  on  oottonseed 
and  0.02  ppm  in  the  fat  of  milk  after 
this  expiration  date  will  not  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  be  actionable  if  the  pesticide  is 
legally  applied  during  the  term  of  and 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
experimental  use  permit  and  temporary 
tolerances.  These  temporary  tolerances 
may  be  revoked  if  the  experimental  use 
permit  is  revoked  or  if  any  scientific  evi¬ 
dence  or  experience  with  this  pesticide 
indicates  such  revocation  is  necessary  to 
protect  the  public  health. 

(Sec.  408(J)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.8.0.  346a(j)]) 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 

(FR  Doc.76-20592  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


(FRL  683-8] 

IOWA 

Required  Revisions  Implementation  Plan 

In  this  notice,  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  (EPA)  Regional  Admin¬ 


istrator  for  Region  VII  finds  the  Iowa 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  sub¬ 
stantially  inadequate  to  attain  and 
maintain  ambient  air  quality  standards 
for  total  suspended  particulates  (TSP) 
in  several  areas  of  the  State.  These  areas 
are:  the  Davenport  Air  Quality  Mainte¬ 
nance  Area  (AQMA) ;  the  Omaha-Coun- 
cil  Bluffs  Interstate  AQMA;  the  Cedar 
Rapids  AQMA;  and  the  Waterloo  AQMA. 
The  Regional  Administrator  also  finds 
the  SIP  inadequate  to  attain  and  main¬ 
tain  the  standards  for  TSP  and  carbon 
monoxide  (CO)  in  the  Des  Moines 
AQMA.  He  is  therefore  requesting  that 
the  State  submit  revisions  to  the  SIP 
within  the  next  year  to  correct  these 
deficiencies.  He  has  formally  notified  the 
Governor  of  this  matter  in  a  letter  dated 
July  1, 1976. 

On  May  31.  1972  (37  FR  10865),  un¬ 
der  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and 
40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  ap¬ 


proved  the  control  strategy  for  the  at¬ 
tainment  and  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  primary  and  secondary  standards 
for  TSP  and  CO  in  Iowa.  The  implemen¬ 
tation  plan  was  originally  designed  to 
attain  these  national  standards  by  May 
31,  1975.  However,  on  March  8,  1973  (38 
FR  6279),  acting  under  court  order,  EPA 
disapproved  all  implementation  plans 
with  respect  to  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  standards.  Following  this  action, 
on  June  2,  1975  (40  FR  23753,  EPA  iden¬ 
tified  the  five  areas  mentioned  above  as 
AQMAs.  The  Dubuque  area  was  also 
Identified  as  an  AQMA,  but  the  Regional 
Administrator  is  not  requesting  SIP  re¬ 
visions  for  Dubuque  at  this  time. 

The  Regional  Administrator  finds  that 
the  presently  approved  control  strategy 
portion  of  the  SIP  is  substantially  inade¬ 
quate  to  attain  and/or  maintain  the 
ambient  air  quality  standards  for  these 
pollutants  in  these  AQMAs: 


AQMA  Pollutant  Plan  revision 


069A  Davenport . Particulates .  Attainment/maintenance. 

B85A-I  Council  Bluffs . . . do. . Do. 

TO8A  Cedar  Rap!'ia . do . . . Do. 

088B  Waterloo . do .  Do. 

092A  Des  Moines . Particulates,  carbon  monoxide .  Do. 


These  findings  are  based  on  recent  air 
quality  data  submitted  by  the  State  in 
fulfillment  of  the  requirements  of  40 
CFR  51.7  and  on  a  preliminary  analysis 
of  the  above  cities,  prepared  by  the 
State.  This  material  is  available  for  in¬ 
spection  and  copying  at  the  Regional 
Office,  1735  Baltimore,  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri. 

Air  quality  monitoring  data  indicate 
that  the  primary  ambient  air  quality 
standard  for  total  suspended  particulates 
was  violated  in  1975  at  three  of  six  moni¬ 
toring  sites  in  Des  Moines,  and  at  four  of 
six  sites  in  Cedar  Rapids.  Violations 
were  also  recorded  at  two  of  four  sites  in 
Davenport,  both  sites  in  Council  Bluffs 
and  one  of  two  sites  in  Waterloo.  No  vio¬ 
lations  were  recorded  at  the  single  moni¬ 
toring  location  in  Dubuque. 

The  preliminary  analysis  submitted  by 
the  State  agrees  that  additional  control 
strategies  are  needed  in  the  five  cities 
where  air  quality  standards  were'  vio¬ 
lated.  Items  being  considered  include  ad¬ 
ditional  stationary  source  limits,  tighter 
open-burning  laws  and  fugitive  dust 
control. 

The  preliminary  analysis  also  shows 
that  additional  limits  are  not  needed  in 
the  Dubuque  AQMA.  If  detailed  analyses 
and  air  monitoring  data  continue  to 
support  this  position,  EPA  will  remove 
Dubuque  from  the  list  of  designated 
AQMAs. 

The  State  submission  did  not  discuss 
the  carbon  monoxide  violations  in  the 
Des  Moines  AQMA.  Monitoring  data  for 
one  site  in  Des  Moines  show  no  violations 
of  the  one-hour  standard  in  1975,  but 
suggests  that  there  may  be  violations  of 
the  eight-hour  primary  standard.  Be¬ 
cause  there  have  been  violations  in  the 
past,  the  State  must  analyze  the  carbon 
monoxide  situation  in  Des  Moines  to  de¬ 
termine  if  the  Federal  Motor  Vehicle 


Control  Program  will  result  in  the  at¬ 
tainment  and  maintenance  of  CO  stand¬ 
ards  in  Des  Moines.  Should  the  analyses 
show  the  NAAQS  will  not  be  attained  or 
maintained  then  the  State  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  submit  the  appropriate  plan 
revisions. 

Because  of  these  identified  inadequa¬ 
cies,  the  Regional  Administrator  finds 
that  revisions  to  parts  of  the  control 
strategy  in  the  applicable  plan  are  needed 
and  hereby  requests  the  State  to  submit 
revisions  as  follows: 

For  the  Davenport,  Omaha-Council 
Bluffs,  Cedar  Rapids,  Waterloo  and  Des 
Moines  areas,  the  State  shall  prepare  and 
submit  by  July  1, 1977,  plan  revisions  con¬ 
taining  all  achievable  emission  limita¬ 
tions  needed  to  provide  for  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  national  primary 
standard  for  suspended  particulates  and 
a  demonstration  of  the  effect  of  such 
measures  on  air  quality  concentrations. 
The  plan  shall  demonstrate  that  the  con¬ 
trol  strategy  will  maintain  this  standard 
for  at  least  10  years  after  attainment. 

If  additional  control  measures  such  as 
land  use  and  transportation  measures 
are  needed  for  attainment  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  standards,  the  State  shall  pre¬ 
pare  and  submit  by  July  1,  1978,  such 
additional  measures  and  a  demonstra¬ 
tion  that  the  control  strategy  will  attain 
the  primary  standard. 

The  Regional  Administrator  will  not, 
at  this  time,  establish  a  date  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  the  plan  to  attain  or  maintain  the 
secondary  standards.  The  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  will  re-evaluate  the  matter 
and  may  subsequently  decide  what  the 
submission  date  shall  be  for  the  combined 
attainment  and  maintenance  plan  for 
the  secondary  standards. 

The  State  shall  prepare  the  revision  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  40 
CFR  Part  51,  Subparts  A,  B,  and  D. 
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The  State  shall  indicate  in  its  revised 
plan  the  date  by  which  the  national 
standards  will  be  attained.  The  plan  re¬ 
visions  must  provide  for  the  attainment 
of  the  primary  standard  as  expeditiously 
as  practicable,  and  for  the  attainment  of 
the  secondary  standard  within  a  reason¬ 
able  time  thereafter. 

The  Governor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days,  a  letter  of  intent  to  the  Regional 
Administrator,  which  identifies  the  vari¬ 
ous  steps  (along  with  target  dates  for 
completion)  which  the  State  will  take  to 
develop  the  plan  revision  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  set  forth  in  this 
notice.  The  State  must  also  identify  in 
the  letter  the  agencies  that  have  been 
given  responsibility  to  prepare  the  plan 
revision. 

AH  of  the  applicable  plan  remains  in 
effect  until  the  plan  revision  is  submitted 
by  the  State  to  EPA  and  is  approved  by 
EPA,  or  until  EPA  promulgates  addi¬ 
tional  regulations. 

This  notice  is  not  subject  to  rulemak¬ 
ing  procedures.  The  need  for  a  plan  re¬ 
vision  is  based  upon  a  technical  finding 
of  the  Regional  Administrator  which 
shows  that  the  control  strategy  is  sub¬ 
stantially  inadequate  and  needs  to  be 
revised.  Authority  for  such  action  is  pro¬ 
vided  in  sections  110(a)(2)(H)  and  110 
(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  Ample  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  public  comment  on  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator’s  determination  of 
plan  Inadequacy  will  be  provided  during 
the  public  hearing  that  the  State  is 
required  to  hold  on  the  plan  revision 
before  submission  to  EPA.  If  EPA  must 
propose  and  promulgate  its  own  regula¬ 
tions,  EPA  will  provide  opportunity  for 
written  comments  and,  if  the  State  held 
no  hearing  on  the  revisions,  will  provide 
opportunity  for  a  public  hearing. 

(Sec.  110(a)(2)(H),  Clean  Air  Act.  as 
amended  (72  U.S.C.  1857c-6(a)  (2)  (H) ) ;  sec. 
110(c),  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C. 
1857c— 5(C) ) .) 

Dated:  July  2,  1976. 

Jerome  H.  Svore, 
Regional  Administrator. 

(PR  Doc.76-20582  Piled  7-15-76; 8: 45  am] 


[FRL  684-1] 

KANSAS 

Required  Revision  to  Implementation  Plan 
for  the  Metropolitan  Kansas  City  Inter¬ 
state  Air  Quality  Control  Region 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  PR  10842) ,  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
n.nd  40  CFR  Part  54,  the  Administrator 
approved  with  specific  exceptions,  the 
control  strategies  developed  by  the  State 
of  Ha-mms  for  the  attainment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  national  ambient  primary 
and  secondary  particulate  matter  stand¬ 
ards  in  the  KAnsaw  portion  of  the  Metro¬ 
politan  Kansas  City  Interstate  Air  Qual¬ 
ity  Control  Region  (AQCR) .  The  imple¬ 
mentation  plan  was  originally  designed 
to  achieve  the  national  particulate 
standards  in  the  Kansas  City  metropoli¬ 
tan  area  by  July  1975. 

Upon  further  plan  review,  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  In  response  to  court  action,  de¬ 


termined  that  no  State  Implementation 
Plan  (SIP)  contained  all  the  measures 
necessary  to  ensure  maintenance  of  the 
standards  after  the  statutory  attainment 
date  and,  accordingly,  on  March  8,  1973 
(38  FR  6279),  the  Administrator  disap¬ 
proved  all  implementation  plans  with 
respect  to  maintenance  of  the  national 
standards.  Following  this  action,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  9.  1975  (40  FR  41942) ,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  identified,  pursuant  to  40 
CFR  51.12  (e)  and  (f),  geographic  areas 
having  the  potential  for  violation  of  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS)  by  1985  and  designated  these 
areas  as  Air  Quality  Maintenance  Areas 
(AQMA).  Included  in  this  designation 
was  the  Kansas  City  Interstate  AQMA, 
which  encompasses  Johnson  and  Wyan¬ 
dotte  Counties  in  Kansas  plus  four  coun¬ 
ties  in  Missouri. 

Section  110(a)  (2)  (H)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended,  requires  that  the  SIP 
“•  •  •  provide  for  revision,  after  public 
hearings,  of  such  plan  •  •  •  whenever 
the  Administrator  finds  on  the  -basis  of 
information  available  to  him  that  the 
plan  is  substantially  inadequate  to 
achieve  the  national  ambient  air  quality 
primary  or  secondary  standard  which  it 
implements.”  On  the  basis  of  recent  air 
quality  data  submitted  by  the  States  of 
Kansas  and  Missouri,  in  fulfillment  of  a 
quarterly  report  requirement  (40  CFR 
51.7),  the  Regional  Administrator  has 
further  identified  the  Metropolitan  Kan¬ 
sas  City  Interstate  AQCR  as  a  non¬ 
attainment  area.  Non-attainment  areas 
comprise  those  areas  within  which  an 
ambient  air  quality  standard  was  not 
achieved  by  the  specified  July  1975  at¬ 
tainment  date. 

The  Regional  Administrator  of  Region 
VII  finds  that  the  presently  approved 
strategies  which  were  established  for  the 
control  of  particulate  matter  within  the 
Kansas  portion  of  the  Metropolitan  Kan¬ 
sas  City  AQCR  are  substantially  inade¬ 
quate  to  permit  attainment  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  primary  NAAQS  for  par¬ 
ticulates  and  is  therefore  requesting  that 
the  State  of  Kansas  submit  revisions  to 
the  SIP,  as  necessary,  to  correct  such 
deficiencies. 

Available  air  quality  data  indicate  that 
three  of  the  six  intrastate  AQCRs  in  the 
State  of  Kansas  are  presently  not 
meeting  the  total  suspended  particulate 
(TSP)  primary  standard.  The  State  of 
Kansas  in  its  review  of  raw  1975  ambient 
air  quality  data  identified  the  following 
sampling  sites  in  Kansas  where  the 
measured  ambient  particulate  matter 
concentrations  exceeded  the  national 
annual  geometric  mean  primary  stand¬ 
ard  of  75  micrograms  per  cubic  meter  of 
air  sampled  (pg/m*>:  (1)  The  Atchison, 
and  one  Topeka  sampling  station  in  the 
Northeast  Kansas  AQCR;  (2)  the  Con¬ 
cordia  sampling  site  in  the  North-Cen¬ 
tral  Kansas  AQCR;  (3)  the  Goodland 
site  in  the  Northwest  Kansas  AQCR;  and 
(4)  one  Kansas  City  location  and  the 
Tonganoxie  sampling  station  in  the 
Metropolitan  Kansas  City  Interstate 
AQCR.  Most  point-source  facilities  in  the 
State  of  Kansas  are  already  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  existing  SIP  pollution  con¬ 


trol  regulations;  hence,  it  is  believed 
that  fugitive  dust  sources  (e.g.,  unpaved 
roadways,  cleared  areas,  construction- 
related  activity,  railroad  yards,  and  agri¬ 
cultural  activity)  are  the  primary  con¬ 
tributors  to  the  elevated  particulate 
matter  concentrations  in  the  intrastate 
regions  of  the  State  of  Kansas.  A  pre¬ 
liminary  study  also  indicates  that  the 
resuspension  of  dust  from  paved  urban 
streets  may  contribute  significantly  to 
the  existing  urbanwide  violation  of  the 
annual  particulate  matter  standard  in 
the  metropolitan  Kansas  City  area.  Since 
development  of  preventive  measures  de¬ 
signed  to  reduce  the  amount  of  dust  re¬ 
suspended  into  the  urban  environment 
fnay  be  more  readily  feasible  than  the 
implementation  of  a  control  program  de¬ 
signed  to  eliminate  the  statewide  fugitive 
dust  problem,  this  call  for  revision  will 
apply  only  to  the  Kansas  City  metropoli¬ 
tan  area. 

A  study  performed  by  PEDCo  En¬ 
vironmental  Specialists,  Incorporated, 
under  contract  to  EPA,  suggests  that 
area-source  emissions  may  have  a 
significant  impact  on  the  total  ambient 
particulate  concentrations  existing 
within  the  urbanized  areas  of  metropol¬ 
itan  Kansas  City.  The  PEDCo  modeling 
analysis  also  shows  that  much  of  the 
projected  area-source  emissions  are  con¬ 
tributed  by  the  vehicle-induced  resus¬ 
pension  of  dust  particles  from  paved 
street  surfaces.  The  above  mentioned 
technical  report,  entitled  “Analysis  of 
Probable  Particulate  Non -Attainment  in 
the  Kansas  City  AQCR”  (February  1976) , 
is  available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Regional  Office  of  EPA,  1735  Baltimore, 
Kansas  City.  Missouri.  Copies  of  this 
technical  report  were  also  made  available 
to  the  appropriate  state  and  local  air 
pollution  control  agencies  within  the 
States  of  Missouri  and  Kansas. 

It  is  believed  that  the  attainment  of 
the  primary  particulate  standard  can 
only  be  accomplished  by  substantially 
reducing  the  resuspension  of  dust  from 
city  streets.  While  the  need  for  reducing 
the  resuspension  potential  is  readily 
apparent,  available  control  techniques 
which  may  play  a  role  in  reducing  the 
resuspension  problem  are  currently  not 
well  defined.  In  this  regard,  the  Regional 
Office  is  contracting  for  a  study  to  assess 
the  relative  costs,  control  efficiencies,  and 
practicalities,  associated  with  possible 
resuspension  control  program  alterna¬ 
tives.  This  study  should  be  available  for 
evaluation  by  February  1977  and  should 
serve  as  a  basis  for  strategy  selection.  It 
is  anticipated  that  control  strategies  de¬ 
veloped  to  attain  the  TSP  standard  may 
also  effectively  serve  as  maintenance  con¬ 
trol  mechanisms  to  help  prevent  ambient 
air  quality  concentrations  from  exceed¬ 
ing  the  national  ambient  particulate 
standards  once  the  standards  have  been 
attained. 

The  Governor  of  Missouri  has  been 
notified  of  the  existing  nonattainment 
problem  in  the  Kansas  City  Interstate 
area  and  of  the  future  need  for  inter¬ 
governmental  cooperation  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  possible  particulate  emis¬ 
sion  control  measures  to  be  applied 
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within  both  the  Kansas  and  Missouri 
portions  of  the  Kansas  City  AQMA. 

In  consideration  of  the  above  men¬ 
tioned  control  strategy  inadequacy,  the 
Regional  Administrator  of  Region  VII 
finds  that  a  revision  is  needed  to  parts 
of  the  implementation  plan  developed 
for  the  attainment  and  maintenance  of 
the  national  ambient  particulate  matter 
standard  in  the  Metropolitan  Kansas 
City  Interstate  AQCR  and  hereby  re¬ 
quests  that  the  State  of  Kansas  submit  a 
plan  revision  as  follows: 

1.  The  State  shall  prepare  and  submit 
by  July  1,  1977,  a  plan  revision  contain¬ 
ing:  (a>  All  achievable  emission  limi¬ 
tations  that  are  needed  to  provide  for 
the  attainment  of  the  national  annual 
primary  standard  for  particulate  mat¬ 
ter;  and  (b)  a  demonstration  that  the 
control  strategies  will  maintain  such 
standard  for  at  least  10  years  after  the 
projected  attainment  date. 

2.  If  additional  control  measures  such 
as  land  use  and  transportation  related 
measures  are  needed  for  the  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  national  pri¬ 
mary  standard,  the  State  shall  prepare 
and  submit  the  measures  by  July  1,  1978. 
along  with  the  demonstration  of  main¬ 
tenance. 

The  Regional  Administrator  will  not, 
at  this  time,  establish  a  date  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  a  plan  to  attain  or  maintain  the 
secondary  standards.  The  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  will  re-evaluate  the  matter 
and  may  subsequently  decide  what  the 
date  shall  be  for  the  submission  of  an 
attainment  and/or  maintenance  plan 
addressing  the  secondary  standards. 

Since  a  portion  of  the  Metropolitan 
Kansas  City  Interstate  AQCR  has  been 
identified  as  an  AQMA.  the  SIP  revisions 
must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  40  CFR  Part  51,  Sub¬ 
parts  A.  B,  and  D.  Subpart  D  requires  a 
projection  and  allocation  of  emissions, 
air  quality  modeling,  and  much  inter¬ 
governmental  coordination  not  required 
in  Subparts  A  and  B. 

The  State  shall  indicate  in  its  revised 
plan,  where  attainment  of  the  standard 
is  demonstrated,  the  date  by  which  the 
national  ambient  particulate  standard 
will  be  attained.  The  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  advises  the  State  that  the  plan 
revisions  must  provide  for  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  primary  standard  as  expedi¬ 
tiously  as  practicable. 

The  Governor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days,  a  letter  of  intent  to  the  Regional 
Administrator,  EPA,  Regiofi  VII,  which 
Identifies  the  various  action  steps  (along 
with  target  dates  for  completion)  which 
the  State  will  take  to  develop  the  plan 
revision  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  this  notice.  The  State 
must  also  Identify  in  the  letter  the  agen¬ 
cies  that  have  been,  or  will  be,  given  the 
responsibility  to  develop  and  prepare  the 
plan  revision. 

All  of  the  applicable  implementation 
plan  remains  in  effect  until  the  plan 
revision  is  submitted  by  the  State  to 
EPA  and  is  approved  by  EPA  or  until 
EPA  promulgates  substitute  and/or  ad¬ 
ditional  regulations. 


This  notice  is  not  subject  to  rulemak¬ 
ing  procedures.  The  need  for  a  plan  revi¬ 
sion  is  based  upon  a  technical  finding 
of  the  Regional  Administrator  which 
shows  that  the  control  strategy  for  par¬ 
ticulate  matter  in  the  Metropolitan 
Kansas  City  Interstate  AQCR  is  sub¬ 
stantially  inadequate  and  needs  to  be 
revised.  Authority  for  such  action  is  pro¬ 
vided  in  sections  110(a)  (2)  (H)  and  110 
(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  Ample  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  public  comment  on  the 
Regional  Administrator’s  determination 
of  plan  inadequacy  will  be  provided  dur¬ 
ing  the  public  hearing  that  the  State  is 
required  to. hold  on  the  plan  revision  be¬ 
fore  submission  to  EPA., If  EPA  must 
propose  and  promulgate  its  own  regula¬ 
tions,  EPA  will  provide  opportunity  for 
written  comments  and,  if  the  State  held 
no  hearing  on  the  revisions,  will  provide 
opportunity  for  a  public  hearing. 

(Sec.  110(a)(2)(H),  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended.  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-5(a)  (2)  (H) ) : 
sec.  110(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  as  amended, 
(42  U.S.C.  1867c-5(c)) 

Dated:  July  2.  1976. 

Jerome  H.  Svore, 
Regional  Administrator. 

(PR  Doc.76  20583  Filed  7-15-76; 8: 45  am] 

[FRL  584-4] 

LOUISIANA 

Required  Revision  to  Implementation  Plan 
for  Photochemical  Oxidants  and  Partic¬ 
ulate  Matter 

In  this  notice,  the  EPA  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Region  VI  finds  that  the 
implementation  plan  for  Louisiana’s 
portion  of  the  Southern  Louisiana  - 
Southeast  Texas  air  quality  control  re¬ 
gion  (AQCR)  is  inadequate  for  attain¬ 
ment  and  maintenance  of  the  primary 
national  ambient  air  quality  standard 
for  photochemical  oxidants,  and  the 
plan  is  inadequate  for  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  secondary  national 
air  quality  standards  for  particulate 
matter  in  the  Shreveport  AQMA  (Cad¬ 
do,  Bossier,  and  Webster  Parishes).  He 
is  therefore  requesting  that  the  State 
of  Louisiana  submit  a  revision  to  the 
plan  to  correct  those  deficiencies.  The 
Regional  Administrator  has  formally 
notified  the  Governor  of  this  matter  in 
a  letter  dated  July  1,  1976. 

Detailed  Discussion  of  Action 

PHOTOCHEMICAL  OXIDANTS 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  un¬ 
der  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and 
40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  dis¬ 
approved  the  control  strategy  for  attain¬ 
ment  and  maintenance  of  the  national 
primary  and  secondary  air  quality  stand¬ 
ards  for  photochemical  oxidants  in  the 
Southern  Louisiana-Southeast  Texas 
AQCR.  On  March  8,  1973  (38  FR  6279), 
EPA  disapproved  all  implementation 
plans  with  respect  to  maintenance  of  the 
national  standards.  After  review  and 
analysis  of  a  plan  revision  submitted  by 
Louisiana,  the  control  strategy  was  ap¬ 
proved  on  July  2,  1973  (38  FR  17682) 


for  attainment  of  the  national  stand¬ 
ards,  and  EPA’s  promulgated  hydro¬ 
carbon  control  regulations  were  re¬ 
voked.  The  implementation  plan  was 
originally  designed  to  attain  the  na¬ 
tional  standards  by  mid-1975. 

The  Regional  Administrator  finds 
that  the  presently  approved  control 
strategy  portion  of  the  implementation 
plan  for  photochemical  oxidants  is  in¬ 
adequate  to  attain  and  maintain  the  na¬ 
tional  primary  and  secondary  air  quality 
standards.  This  finding  is  based  on  the 
following: 

1.  Recent  air  quality  data  which  indi¬ 
cate  substantial  and  frequent  violations 
of  the  national  primary  and  secondary 
air  quality  standards. 

2.  A  technical  report  entitled  “Analy¬ 
sis  of  Data  for  Hydrocarbon  Sources  in 
Non-Attainment  Areas  in  Louisiana,’’ 
which  was  prepared  for  EPA  by  TRW, 
Inc.  This  report  is  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copying  at  EPA,  Region  VI, 
1600  Patterson  Street,  Dallas,  Texas 
75201,  .during  normal  business  hours. 
Copies  of  the  report  are  available  to  the 
appropriate  State  and  local  air  pollution 
control  agencies  within  the  State. 

Oxidant  air  quality  data  recorded  dur¬ 
ing  1975  are  shown  in  the  table  below 
for  the  three  major  metropolitan  areas 
in  the  Southern  Louisiana -Southeast 
Texas  AQCR. 

1975, 

oxidant  levels. 

Area;  2d  high  (ppm) 

Baton  Rouge _ 0.170 

New  Orleans  _ 0.094 

Lake  Charles . 0.174 

A  review  of  the  compliance  status  for 
stationary  hydrocarbon  sources  shows 
that  most  of  the  sources  are  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  Louisiana’s  emission  limita¬ 
tions,  although  there  are  a  number  of 
exemptions  outstanding.  Therefore, 
there  is  little  reason  to  believe  that  the 
above  concentrations  will  decrease  sig¬ 
nificantly  in  the  future.  To  compound 
the  problem,  expected  growth  in  indus¬ 
trial  activity  in  the  three  areas  should 
lead  to  increased  hydrocarbon  emissions. 

The  technical  report  referenced  above 
was  prepared  with  the  assistance  of  and 
coordinated  with  the  staff  of  the  Louisi¬ 
ana  Air  Control  Commission. 

Because  of  plan  inadequacies,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  finds  that  a  re¬ 
vision  to  parts  of  the  control  strategy 
for  photochemical  oxidants  in  the  ap¬ 
plicable  plan  is  needed,  and  hereby  re¬ 
quests  the  State  to  submit  a  revision  as 
follows : 

1.  The  State  shall  prepare  and  submit 
by  July  1,  1977,  a  revision  containing: 

a.  All  achievable  emission  limitations 
that  are  needed  to  provide  for  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  national  standard  for  photo¬ 
chemical  oxidants,  and 

b.  A  demonstration  of  the  effect  on  air 
quality  concentrations  of  such  measures. 

2.  If  additional  control  measures  such 
as  land  use  and  transportation  measures 
are  needed  for  attainment  of  the  national 
standard,  the  State  shall  prepare  and 
submit  by  July  1,  1978: 
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a.  Such  measures  for  attainment  of  the 
standard  for  photochemical  oxidants,  and 

b.  A  demonstration  that  the  control 
strategy  will  attain  the  standard  for 
photochemical  oxidants. 

The  State  shall  Indicate  in  its  revised 
plan  where  attainment  of  the  standard 
is  demonstrated,  the  date  by  which  the 
national  standard  for  photochemical 
oxidants  will  be  attained.  The  Regional 
Administrator  advises  the  State  that  the 
plan  must  provide  for  the  attainment  of 
the  primary  standard  as  expeditiously  as 
practicable,  generally  not  more  than  3 
years  after  the  date  of  expected  approval 
of  the  revision. 

The  State  shall  prepare  the  revision  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  40 
CFR  Part  51,  Subparts  A  and  B. 

Because  the  date  for  attainment  of  the 
standard  is  unknown  at  this  time  and 
not  expected  to  be  any  sooner  than  1980, 
the  Regional  Administrator  does  not  in¬ 
tend  at  this  time  to  establish  either  a 
date  for  submission  of  a  control  strategy 
that  will  provide  for  the  maintenance  of 
that  standard,  or  the  period  over  which 
the  plan  would  have  to  ensure  mainten¬ 
ance.  The  plan  revision  must,  however, 
discuss  the  types  of  additional  measures 
that  may  be  needed  in  the  distant  future 
for  maintenance  and  demonstrate  that 
immediate  adoption  of  such  measures  is 
not  practicable. 

PARTICULATE  MATTER 

On  May  31, 1972  (37  FR  10842),  under 
Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40 
CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  ap¬ 
proved  the  control  strategy  for  attain¬ 
ment  and  maintenance  of  the  national 
primary  and  secondary  standards  for 
particulate  matter  in  the  Shreveport- 
Texarkana-Tyler  AQCR.  The  Imple¬ 
mentation  plan  was  originally  designed 
to  attain  these  national  standards  by 
mid-1975.  On  March  8.  1973  (38  FR 
6279) ,  EPA  disapproved  all  implementa¬ 
tion  plans  with  respect  to  maintenance 
of  the  national  standards.  Following  this 
action  on  April  29.  1975,  EPA  Identified 
the  Shreveport  area  as  an  air  quality 
maintenance  area — an  area  that  has  the 
potential  for  failing  to  maintain  a  na¬ 
tional  air  quality  standard  (40  FR  18734, 
published  as  40  CFR  52.982). 

The  Regional  Administrator  finds  that 
the  presently  approved  control  strategy 
portion  of  the  implementation  plan  for 
particulate  matter  is  inadequate  to  at¬ 
tain  and  maintain  the  national  second¬ 
ary  ambient  air  quality  standards. 

This  finding  is  based  upon  recent  air 
quality  data  which  Indicate  frequent 
violations  of  the  national  secondary  air 
quality  standards.  Because  many  sources 
are  already  in  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  existing  plan,  there  is  little 
reason  to  believe  that  the  concentrations 
will  decrease  in  the  future.  In  addition, 
expected  growth  in  population  and  in¬ 
dustrial  activity  should  lead  to  increased 
emissions  and  increased  air  quality  con¬ 
centrations. 

The  Regional  Administrator  is  con¬ 
ducting  a  detailed  analysis  to  determine 
more  precisely  the  extent  of  the  problem. 


This  analysis  will  be  made  publicly  avail¬ 
able  upon  completion.  Rather  than  wait 
for  the  completion  of  the  analysis,  how¬ 
ever,  the  Regional  Administrator  is  call¬ 
ing  for  a  plan  revision  now  so  that  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  the  State  may  begin 
at  once  the  process  of  developing  their 
plan  revision. 

Because  of  the  available  air  quality  in¬ 
formation,  the  Regional  Administrator 
finds  that  a  revision  to  parts  of  the  Con¬ 
trol  strategy  for  particulate  matter  in  the 
applicable  plan  is  needed.  Until  the  de¬ 
tailed  analysis  is  completed,  the  Regional 
Administrator  does  not  intend  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  date  for  the  submission  of  a  control 
strategy  that  will  provide  for  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  secondary 
standards,  or  the  period  over  which  the 
plan  would  have  to  ensure  maintenance. 
He  will  re-evaluate  the  matter  and  sub¬ 
sequently  decide  what  the  submission 
date  shall  be. 

The  State  shall  prepare  the  revision 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
40  CFR  Part  51,  Subparts  A' and  B. 

The  Governor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days  of  this  notice,  a  letter  of  Intent  to 
the  Regional  Administrator,  EPA,  Region 
VI,  which  identifies  the  various  action 
steps,  along  with  target  dates  for  com¬ 
pletion,  which  the  State  will  take  to  de¬ 
velop  the  plan  revisions,  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  set  forth  in  this 
notice.  The  State  must  also  Identify  in 
the  letter  the  agencies  that  have  been 
given  responsibility  to  prepare  the  plan 
revisions. 

All  of  the  applicable  plan  remains  in 
effect  until  the  plan  revisions  are  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  State  to  EPA  and  are  ap¬ 
proved  by  EPA,  or  until  EPA  promul¬ 
gates  substitute  or  additional  regulations. 

This  notice  is  not  subject  to  rule- 
making  procedures.  The  need  for  a  plan 
revision  is  based  upon  a  technical  finding 
of  the  Regional  Administrator  which 
shows  that  the  control  strategies  for 
photochemical  oxidants  and  particulate 
matter  in  the  Southern  Louisiana-South¬ 
east  Texas  AQCR  and  Shreveport  AQMA, 
respectively,  are  inadequate  and  need  to 
be  revised.  Authority  for  such  action  is 
provided  in  sections  110(a)  (2)  (H)  and 
110(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  1970.  Ample 
opportunity  for  public  comment  on  the 
Regional  Administrator’s  determination 
of  plan  inadequacy  will  be  provided  dur¬ 
ing  the  public  hearing  that  the  State  is 
required  to  hold  on  the  plan  revision  be¬ 
fore  submission  to  EPA.  If  EPA  must 
propose  and  promulgate  its  own  regula¬ 
tions,  EPA  will  provide  opportunity  for 
written  comments  and,  if  the  State  held 
no  public  hearing  on  the  revision,  will 
provide  opportunity  for  a  public  hearing. 

(Sec.  110(a)(2)(H),  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (42  UA.C.  1857c-5(a)  (2)  (H) ) ;  sec. 
110(c),  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C- 
1867c-6(c) ) 

Dated:  July  1,  1976. 

John  C.  White, 
Regional  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

[FR  Doc.76-20686  Filed  7-16-76:8:46  am] 


(FEU,  684-2] 

MISSOURI 

Required  Revision  to  Implementation  Plan 

for  the  St  Louis  and  the  Kansas  City 

Interstate  Air  Quality  Control  Regions 

(AQCR) 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  and  40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  approved,  with  specific  excep¬ 
tions,  the  control  strategies  developed 
for  the  attainment  and  maintenance  of 
the  national  ambient  primary  and  sec¬ 
ondary  criteria  air  pollutant  standards 
in  Missouri.  The  implementation  plan 
was  originally  designed  to  achieve  the 
national  standards  by  June  1975.  Mis¬ 
souri’s  request  for  a  two-year  exten¬ 
sion  for  attainment  of  the  national  am¬ 
bient  carbon  monoxide  (CO)  standard 
in  the  Metropolitan  St.  Louis  AQCR 
was  not  considered  applicable  since  it 
was  determined  that  the  national  pri¬ 
mary  standard  for  CO  would  be  at¬ 
tained  by  mid-1975.  Also,  the  air  qual¬ 
ity  data  for  photochemical  oxidants 
(Oy)  in  the  St.  Louis  area,  that  were 
available  in  early  1972,  Indicated  that 
air  quality  standards  would  be  achieved 
by  mid-1975.  Therefore,  St.  Louis  was 
not  included  in  those  areas  designated 
by  the  EPA  as  requiring  transportation 
control  plans  for  reduction  of  motor 
vehicle  related  pollutants. 

Upon  further  plan  review,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  determined  that  no  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  contained 
all  measures  necessary  to  ensure  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  standards  after  the 
statutory  attainment  date,  and  accord¬ 
ingly.  on  March  8,  1973  (38  FR  6279), 
the  Administrator  disapproved  all  im¬ 
plementation  plans  with  respect  to 
maintenance  of  the  national  standards. 
Following  this  action,  on  September  9, 
1975  (40  FR  41942),  the  Administrator 
identified,  pursuant  to  40  CFR  51.12(e) 
and  (f),  geographic  areas  having  the 
potential  for  violation  of  the  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards  (NAA 
QS)  by  1985.  The  metropolitan  areas 
designated  as  Air  Quality  Maintenance 
Areas  (AQMA)  in  the  State  of  Missouri 
were:  (1)  The  Kansas  City  Interstate 
AQMA  (identified  for  possible  future 
violation  of  the  particulate  matter 
standards) ;  and  (2)  the  St.  Louis  in¬ 
terstate  AQMA  (identified  with  respect 
to  total  suspended  particulate  matter, 
photochemical  oxidants,  and  sulfur 
dioxide). 

Section  110(a)  (2)  (H)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended,  requires  that  the  SIP 
•  provide  for  revision,  after  public 
hearings,  of  such  plan  •  •  •  whenever 
the  Administrator  finds  on  the  basis  of 
information  available  to  him  that  the 
plan  is  substantially  inadequate  to 
achieve  the  national  ambient  air  quality 
primary  or  secondary  standard  which  it 
implements.”  On  the  basis  of  recent  air 
quality  data  submitted  by  the  States  in 
fulfillment  of  a  quarterly  reports  require¬ 
ment  (40  CFR  51.7),  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  has  further  Identified  the 
following  areas  as  non-attainment  areas 
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In  the  Btate  of  Missouri  (l.e.,  areas  with¬ 
in  which  an  ambient  air  quality  primary 
standard  was  not  achieved  by  the  spec¬ 
ified  July  1975  attainment  date) :  (1) 
The  Metropolitan  Kansas  City  Interstate 
AQCR;  and  (2)  the  Metropolitan  St 
Louis  Interstate  AQCR. 

The  Regional  Administrator  for  Re¬ 
gion  VII  finds  that  the  presently  ap¬ 
proved  implementation  plan  is  substan¬ 
tially  Inadequate  to  attain  the  national 
ambient  air  quality  primary  standards 
for  CO,  Ox,  sulfur  dioxide  (SO.)  and 
total  suspended  particulates  (TSP)  in 
the  St.  Louis  AQCR,  and  for  TSP  in  the 
Kansas  City  AQCR. 

After  it  was  recognized  that  the  exist¬ 
ing  emission  control  strategies  were  in¬ 
adequate  to  achieve  the  ambient  stand¬ 
ards  for  O*  and  CO  in  the  St.  Louis 
AQCR  by  the  designated  attainment 
date,  the  Governor  of  Missouri  was  noti¬ 
fied  by  letter  on  September  14,  1973,  of 
the  need  for  revision  of  the  implementa¬ 
tion  plan.  The  EPA  has  worked  closely 
with  the  State  to  develop  a  better  data 
base  and  regulations.  A  regulation  has 
been  developed  for  the  control  of  gaso¬ 
line  vapors  during  bulk  storage  and 
handling.  A  work  plan  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  for  the  implementation  of  more 
stringent  stationary  source  hydrocarbon 
(HC)  controls,  an  inspection  and  main¬ 
tenance  program  affecting  automobiles 
and  transportation  system  improve¬ 
ments.  The  previous  call  for  plan  revi¬ 
sions  remains  in  effect  and  is  in  no  way 
affected  by  this  call  for  revision. 

It  appears  that  the  SO  and  the  sus¬ 
pended  particulate  problems  existing 
within  the  St.  Louis  metropolitan  area 
are  both  point-source  oriented  and  con¬ 
centrated  in  a  localized  “hot  spot”  area 
on  the  southern  boundary  between  St. 
Louis  City  and  County.  It  is  requested 
that  the  State  of  Missouri  identify  the 
major  point-  and  area -sources  con¬ 
tributing  to  the  high  ambient  concentra¬ 
tions  of  SO.  and  TSP.  determine  the 
boundaries  of  the  non -attainment  area, 
and  develop  additional  pollutant  control 
strategies  to  reduce  the  SO.  and/or  par¬ 
ticulate  matter  emissions  which  ad¬ 
versely  impact  the  “hot  spot”  area.  Emis¬ 
sion  control  strategies  should  be  devel¬ 
oped,  as  necessary,  to  achieve  the  am¬ 
bient  air  quality  standards  within  other 
problem  areas  if  such  non-attainment 
areas  are  identified. 

The  State  will  also  be  required  to  ei¬ 
ther  repeal  or  replace  (with  specific  emis¬ 
sion  limitation  regulations)  those  por¬ 
tions  of  the  existing  State  air  pollution 
control  regulations  which  set  forth  a 
maximum  allowable  impact  on  ambient 
air  quality  concentrations  at  points  lo¬ 
cated  beyond  the  premises  of  the  con¬ 
tributing  source.  The  main  objection  to 
the  above  mentioned  regulations  is  their 
primary  dependency  upon  atmospheric 
and  meteorological  dispersion  principles. 
This  action  has  been  necessitated  by  re¬ 
cent  court  decisions. 

The  Regional  Office  has  contracted  for 
additional  studies  to  address  the  resus¬ 
pension  of  dust  problem  in  the  metro¬ 
politan  Kansas  City  Interstate  AQCR. 


The  primary  objective  Is  the  identifica¬ 
tion  and  evaluation  of  feasible  and  eco¬ 
nomical  dust  control  programs.  Antic¬ 
ipating  the  isolation  of  applicable  con¬ 
trol  programs,  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor  is  calling  for  plan  revisions  for  im¬ 
plementation  of  control  measures  de¬ 
signed  to  attain  and  maintain  the  TSP 
standards. 

Federally-promulgated  regulations  al¬ 
lowing  the  Administrator  to  request  and 
to  make  available  for  public  review, 
source-generated  emission  data,  were  es¬ 
tablished  on  October  28,  1972  (FR  23085) 
since  the  State  of  Missouri  does  not  have 
adequate  legal  authority  to  make  such 
data  available  to  the  public.  The  State 
is  requested  to  seek  the  necessary  legal 
authority  and  to  develop  procedures  for 
making  such  data  available  to  the  general 
public.  Upon  approval  by  the  EPA  of 
State-developed  “availability  of  data” 
regulations,  which  are  consistent  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
the  Administrator  will  be  in  a  position 
to  revoke  the  federally-promulgated 
regulations. 

Sr.  Louis  Interstate  AQCR  (CO/O*) 

On  September  14,  1973,  the  Governor 
of  Missouri  was  advised  of  the  need  to  re¬ 
vise  the  implementation  plan  for  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  NAAQS  for  CO  and  O,.  A 
review  of  1974  air  quality  data  shows  a 
second-high  1-hour  concentration  of  380 
micrograms  per  cubic  meter  (jug/m*)  for 
photochemical  O.  and  a  second-high  8- 
hour  value  of  12.5  milligrams  per  cubic 
meter  (mg/m*)  for  CO.  Sampling  data 
show  no  violation  of  the  1-hour  CO 
standard. 

The  Governor  of  Missouri  was  in¬ 
formed  on  September  12,  1975,  that  in 
order  to  meet  ambient  standards  (160 
fig/m\  1-hour  maximum  for  O,:  10 
mg/m*,  8-hour  maximum  for  CO)  it 
would  be  necessary  to  reduce  CO  concen¬ 
tration  by  20  percent.  Air  quality  data 
collected  during  1975  in  the  City  of  St. 
Louis  show  a  second-high  ozone  value  of 
360  ^g/m*.  Thus,  it  is  evident  that  moni¬ 
tored  ozone  concentrations  are  substan¬ 
tially  and  consistently  over  the  national 
standard.  Also,  violation  of  the  8-hour 
CO  standard  continued  to  exist  on  a 
lcss6r  scale 

On  Aprii  21,  1976,  the  Missouri  Air 
Conservation  Commission  (MACC) 
adopted  a  plan  for  the  development  by 
July  1977  of  emission  control  strategies 
designed  to  reduce  CO  and  photochemical 
O,  emissions  in  the  St.  Louis  metropoli¬ 
tan  area.  The  plan  as  adopted  is  sum¬ 
marized  as  follows: 

1.  Regulations  for  the  control  of  HC 
were  approved  by  the  MACC  on  March  24, 
1976.  The  regulation  requires  control  of 
HC  emissions  at  petroleum  storage  tanks 
during  gasoline  loading  operations  in¬ 
volving  tank  trucks,  trailers,  or  railroad 
tank  cars,  and  during  transfer  of  gasoline 
from  delivery  vessels  into  service  station 
storage  tanks  having  a  capacity  greater 
than  2,000  gallons. 

2.  If  deemed  appropriate,  control 
strategies  for  the  reduction  of  emissions 
at  degreasing  and  dry  cleaning  facilities 
will  be  evaluated  and  developed.  The 


tentative  time  schedule  Indicates  that 
final  adoption  of  the  regulations  will 
occur  by  June  30, 1977. 

3.  Impact,  feasibility,  and  control  tech¬ 
nology  studies  will  continue  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  types  of  point-source  activities: 
automotive  painting,  metal  coating,  and 
surface  coating  operations. 

4.  During  the  1977  legislative  session, 
the  MACC  intends  to  seek  authorization 
for  an  automobile  inspection/main¬ 
tenance  program.  Program  development, 
mechanic  training  programs  and  public 
information  campaigns  will  occur  in 
1978  and  1979  prior  to  the  scheduled  im¬ 
plementation  of  a  mandatory  inspection 
program  in  1980. 

5.  The  State  will  evaluate  volun¬ 
tary  transportation  system  management 
strategies  (e.g.,  carpooling,  park-and- 
ride,  reserved  bus  lanes,  improved  mass 
transit,  traffic  signal  synchronization, 
etc.)  prior  to  the  preparation  of  a  com¬ 
prehensive  report  by  February  1977.  Sub¬ 
sequent  evaluations  will  determine 
whether  or  not  mandatory  regulations 
will  be  required  to  achieve  the  necessary 
emission  reductions. 

6.  Future  areawide  planning  proposals 
will  be  evaluated  to  further  assess  the 
potential  negative  and/or  beneficial  im¬ 
pacts  on  ambient  air  quality  resulting 
from  other  regional  planning  processes 
or  programs  (e.g.,  land  use,  transporta¬ 
tion,  etc.) . 

St.  Louis  Interstate  AQCR  (TSP /SO.) 

The  Division  of  Air  Pollution  Control 
for  the  City  of  St.  Louis,  in  review  of  the 
1975  air  quality  data,  has  isolated  the 
area  surrounding  the  Broadway  and 
Hurck  (8200  South  Broadway)  sampling 
site  as  the  problem  non-attainment  “hot 
spot”  area  in  the  City  of  St.  Louis.  The 
annual  geometric  mean  of  suspended 
particulate  matter  at  this  site  was  105.2 
micrograms  per  cubic  meter  (/xg/nT) . 
Monitors  operated  by  the  St.  Louis 
County  Air  Pollution  Control  Branch  of 
the  Department  of  Community  Health 
and  Medical  Care,  also  identify  the  area 
near  8900  South  Broadway  (101  ng/m!') 
as  an  area  which  will  require  special  at¬ 
tention  and  the  implementation  of  addi¬ 
tional  emission  control  strategies.  The 
primary  standard  is  75  Mg/m*. 

The  only  sampling  station  where  am¬ 
bient  concentrations  exceeded  the  annual 
primary  S02  standard  (80  Mg/m*)  was  the 
Broadway  and  Hurck  site  which,  as  pre¬ 
viously  mentioned,  was  also  identified  as 
the  particulate  matter  non-attainment 
“hot  spot”  area.  The  calculated  percent 
reduction  required  to  achieve  compliance 
with  the  primary  annual  standard  is  ap¬ 
proximately  21  percent.  Eight  violations 
of  the  24-hour  SOs  primary  standard 
(365  /ug/m’)  were  also  recorded  at  the 
Broadway  and  Hurck  sampling  monitor. 
The  second-highest  recorded  concentra¬ 
tion  was  610  fig/ m*. 

The  MACC  has  developed  a  work 
schedule  to  develop  additional  control 
strategies  designed  to  achieve  the  pri¬ 
mary  ambient  air  quality  standards  in 
the  “hot  spot”  area  of  the  St.  Louis 
AQCR.  Briefly  outlined,  implementation 
plan  revisions  will  develop  as  follows:  (1) 
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The  MACC,  in  cooperation  with  the  local 
8t.  Louis  City  air  pollution  control  agen¬ 
cies,  has  identified  the  area  within  which 
air  quality  concentrations  are  currently 
in  excess  of  the  ambient  standards  with 
little,  if  any,  positive  trends  expected 
within  the  immediate  future;  (2)  during 
June  and  July  1976,  the  MACC  intends 
to  update  the  existing  emission  invento¬ 
ries  to  account  for  all  point-  and/or  area- 
sources  contributing  to  the  existing  air 
quality  levels;  (3)  percent  reductions  of 
particulate  and  S02  emissions,  which  will 
be  necessary  to  attain  the  national  stand¬ 
ards,  hopefully,  will  be  quantified  by 
September  1,  1976;  (4)  by  December 
1976,  agreement  should  be  reached  re¬ 
garding  the  degree  and  type  of  regula¬ 
tions  necessary;  (5)  draft  regulations  in¬ 
corporating  additional  and/or  amended 
control  strategies  should  be  ready  for 
public  hearing  by  June  1977;  (6)  public 
hearing  on  the  draft  regulations  in  Feb¬ 
ruary  1977,  followed  by  a  redrafting  of 
the  proposed  regulations,  if  necessary; 
and  (7)  adoption  and  implementation  of 
the  suspended  particulate  and  SO:  con¬ 
trol  strategies  by  June  1977. 

Kansas  City  Interstate  AQCR 
(Particulate) 

Recorded  suspended  particulate  con¬ 
centrations  in  excess  of  the  primary 
annual  geometric  mean  particulate 
standards  of  75  ng/ma  occurred  at  6 
monitoring  sites  in  Kansas  City  during 
1975.  The  highest  recorded  concentra¬ 
tion  was  125  Mg/m*.  For  most  sampling 
sites,  downward  trends  in  particulate 
levels  between  1967-1974  have  been 
small  in  comparison  with  the  reported 
reductions  in  the  point-source  emissions. 
The  Kansas  City  Air  Pollution  Control 
Division  is  currently  evaluating  source 
receptor  relationships  to  identify  sources 
contributing  to  these  standard  viola¬ 
tions. 

A  study  performed  by  PEDCo  Environ¬ 
mental  Specialists,  Incorporated,  under 
contract  to  EPA,  suggests  that  area- 
source  emissions  may  have  a  significant 
Impact  on  total  ambient  particulate  con¬ 
centrations  in  the  urbanized  area  of 
Kansas  City.  The  PEDCo  modeling 
analysis  also  shows  that  much  of  the 
projected  area -source  emissions  are  con¬ 
tributed  by  the  vehicle-induced  resus¬ 
pension  of  dust  particles  from  paved 
street  surfaces.  The  above  mentioned 
technical  report  entitled  “Analysis  of 
Probable  Non-Attainment  in  the  Kansas 
City  AQCR”  (February  1976)  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Region¬ 
al  Oflice  of  EPA,  1735  Baltimore,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri.  Copies  of  this  technical 
report  were  made  available  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  State  and  local  air  pollution  con¬ 
trol  agencies  within  the  States  of  Mis¬ 
souri  and  Kansas. 

It  is  believed  that  attainment  of  the 
primary  particulate  standard  can  only 
be  accomplished  by  substantially  reduc¬ 
ing  the  resuspension  of  dust  from  city 
streets.  Existing  control  techniques, 
which  may  play  a  role  in  reducing  the 
resuspension  potential,  are  currently  not 
well  defined.  In  this  regard,  the  Region 
VII  office  Is  contractiing  for  a  study  to 


assess  the  relative  costs  and  control  ef¬ 
ficiencies  associated  with  possible  resus- 
penslon  control  program  alternatives. 
This  study  should  be  available  by  Feb¬ 
ruary  1977. 

The  Governor  of  Kansas  has  been  noti¬ 
fied  of  the  existing  nonattainment  prob¬ 
lem  in  the  Kansas  City  Interstate  area 
and  of  the  future  need  for  intergovern¬ 
mental  cooperation  in  the  development 
of  possible  particulate  emission  control 
measures  to  be  applied  within  both  the 
Kansas  and  Missouri  portions  of  the 
Kansas  City  AQCR. 

Emission  of  Sulfur  Compounds 

Pursuant  to  the  decisions  of  the  Fifth, 
Sixth,  and  Ninth  Circuits  disallowing  the 
use  of  stack  height  increases,  in  lieu  of 
emission  limitations,  EPA  has  judged 
that  air  quality  control  regulations  which 
depend  primarily  upon  meteorological 
and  pollutant  dispersion  principles, 
rather  than  specific  pollutant  emission 
limitations,  are  not  consistent  with  the 
general  intent  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  Such 
regulations  must  Be  eliminated  from 
existing  implementation  plans.  State- 
promulgated  “fenceline”  regulations, 
which  assign  allowable  impact  on  am¬ 
bient  air  quality  concentrations  at  or 
near  stationary  source  property  lines,  are 
considered  invalid  in  that  such  regula¬ 
tions  are  specifically  influenced  by,  and 
dependent  upon,  atmospheric  dispersion 
characteristics. 

Missouri’s  Regulation  S-X  “Restric¬ 
tion  of  Emission  of  Sulfur  Compounds” 
requires  emission  reduction  plans  for 
sources  which  emit  greater  than  1,000 
pounds  per  hour  of  SO*,  if  the  resultant 
impact  of  the  SO-  emissions  on  air  qual¬ 
ity  *  at  any  occupied  place  beyond 
the  premises”  exceed  allowable  changes 
in  1-hour  or  24-hour  concentrations. 
Similar  regulations  are  also  established 
for  sulfuric  acid,  sulfur  trioxide  and  hy¬ 
drogen  sulfide  emissions.  Localized  State 
air  pollution  control  regulations  which 
contain  SOs  dispersion-related  provisions 
also  exist  in  the  following  areas:  (1)  The 
Kansas  City  metropolitan  area  (Regu¬ 
lation  XV) ;  (2)  the  Springfield-Greene 
County  area  (Regulation  XIV) ;  and  (3) 
the  St.  Louis  metropolitan  area  (Regu¬ 
lation  XIV).  Some  of  these  regulations 
also  exempt  certain  facilities  such  as 
power  plants  from  compliance  with  con¬ 
stant  emission  limitations. 

These  regulations  are  “fenceline”  reg¬ 
ulations  and,  as  such,  must  be  replaced 
by  regulations  containing  constant  emis¬ 
sion  limitations.  Such  regulations  must 
be  applicable  to  all  sources  of  sulfur  di¬ 
oxide. 

Availability  of  Emission  Data 

Included  in  the  Administrator’s  initial 
SIP  approval /disapproval  on  May  31, 
1972  (37  FR  10842),  was  the  determina¬ 
tion  that  the  implementation  plan,  as 
submitted  by  the  State  of  Missouri,  did 
not  meet  the  requirements  of  40  CFR 
51.10(e)  and  40  CFR  51.11(a)  (6)  and  (f) 
since  the  State  does  not  have  the  neces¬ 
sary  legal  authority  to  make  all  emission 
data,  as  correlated  with  applicable  emis¬ 
sion  limitations,  available  to  the  public ; 


the  local  air  pollution  control  agencies 
do  not  have  adequate  procedures  to  make 
emission  data  available  to  the  public; 
and  Section  203.650.4  of  the  MACC 
law  allows  confidential  treatment  of  in¬ 
formation  (including  emission  data)  if 
the  Information  relates  to  secret  proc¬ 
esses,  methods  of  manufacture  or  pro¬ 
duction.  In  part,  the  basis  for  the  original 
disapproval  determination  has  been  re¬ 
affirmed  by  rulings  issued  by  the  First. 
Second,  and  Fifth  Circuit  Courts  of 
Appeal  (“NRDC,  et  al.  v.  EPA”),  which 
held  that  the  presence  of  confidentiality 
clauses  so  becloud  the  public’s  right  to 
emission  data  that  any  emission  dis¬ 
closure  provision  which  is  compromised 
by  such  a  confidentiality  clause  must  be 
disapproved. 

Subsequently,  on  October  28,  1972  (37 
FR  23085),  the  Administrator  clarified 
and  revised  ^the  previously  mentioned 
Missouri  implementation  plan  disap¬ 
proval  and  promulgated  federal  regula¬ 
tions  establishing  procedures  and  re¬ 
quirements  to  make  emission  data  avail¬ 
able  to  the  public.  These  regulations 
which  were  uniformly  re-promulgated  on 
a  national  scale  on  November  28,  1975 
(40  FR  55326),  permit  circumvention  of 
the  State’s  confidentiality  clause  and  the 
State’s  legal  authority  inadequate  by 
requiring  the  source  to  submit  emission 
data  (and  any  other  Information  deemed 
necessary  to  determine  a  source’s  com¬ 
pliance  status)  whenever  such  informa¬ 
tion  is  requested  by  the  appropriate  EPA 
Regional  Administrator.  The  Regional 
Administrator  is  required  to  respond 
within  30  days  to  written  requests  for 
emission  data  submitted  by  the  general 
public. 

Since  it  is  hoped  that  this  call  for 
revision  will  result  in  a  fully  approved 
Implementation  plan,  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  requests  that  the  State  of 
Missouri  seek  the  legal  authority  to  make 
all  emission  data  subject  to  public  review 
and  to  provide  procedures  for  making 
emission  data,  as  correlated  with  ap¬ 
plicable  emission  limitations,  available 
to  the  public.  Provisions  similar  to  those 
contained  in  the  federally-promulgated 
regulations  (40  CFR  52.1324(b))  are 
suggested,  and  it  is  also  requested  that 
the  State  pursue  a  similar  call  for  re¬ 
vision  on  the  local  agency  level. 

Summary:  Call  for  Revision 

Previous  calls  for  revision  remain  in 
effect  and  should  be  submitted  as  origi¬ 
nally  scheduled,  or  as  required,  by  the 
following  time  schedule,  whichever  is 
sooner.  In  consideration  of  the  above 
mentioned  inadequacies,  the  Regional 
Administrator  of  Region  VII  finds  that 
revisions  to  parts  of  the  existing  SIP  con¬ 
trol  strategies  designed  to  attain  and 
maintain  the  primary  NAAQS  in  the 
metropolitan  Kansas  City  interstate  and 
in  the  metropolitan  St.  Louis  Interstate 
areas  are  needed,  and  hereby  requests 
the  State  of  Missouri  to  submit  plan  re¬ 
visions  as  follows: 

1.  The  State  shall  prepare  and  submit 
by  July  1,  1977,  a  plan  revision  contain¬ 
ing:  (a)  All  achievable  emissions  llmi- 
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tations  that  are  needed  to  provide  for 
the  areawide  attainment  of  the  national 
ambient  particulate  matter  standards  in 
the  Kansas  City  AQMA;  for  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  national  primary  ambient 
SO*  and  particulate  matter  standards  in 
the  identified  “hot  spot”  area(s)  of  the 
St.  Louis  AQMA;  and  (b)  a  demonstra¬ 
tion  that  the  control  strategy  will  main¬ 
tain  these  standards  for  at  least  10  years 
beyond  the  expected  attainment  date. 
The  maintenance  plan  for  particulate 
matter  in  St.  Louis  shall  be  AQMA-wide. 

2.  If  additional  control  measures  such 
as  land  use  and  transportation  measures 
are  needed  for  attainment  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  national  primary  stand¬ 
ards,  the  State  shall  prepare  and  submit 
the  measures  by  July  1,  1978,  with  dem¬ 
onstrations  of  maintenance. 

3.  The  State  of  Missouri  shall  also  re¬ 
vise  by  July  1,  1977,  the  “Restrictions  of 
Emission  of  Sulfur  Compounds”  regula¬ 
tions  either  by  repealing  and/or  replac¬ 
ing  the  dispersion  related  sections  with 
constant  emission  limitation  regulations. 
Constant  emission  limitations  must  be 
developed  for  all  sources,  including  power 
plants. 

4.  The  State  shall  develop  by  July  1, 
1977,  enforceable  procedures  slmi^ir  to 
the  federally-promulgated  requirements 
(40  CFR  51.1324(b) )  for  making  all  emis¬ 
sion  data,  as  correlated  with  applicable 
emission  limitations,  available  to  the 
public. 

The  Regional  Administrator  will  not, 
at  this  time,  establish  a  date  for  submis¬ 
sion  of  the  plant  to  attain  the  second¬ 
ary  standards  nor  will  be  establish  a  time 
period  over  which  the  plan  would  have  to 
demonstrate  maintenance  of  secondary 
standards.  To  ensure  maintenance  of  the 
secondary  standards,  however,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  will  re-evaluate  the 
matter  and  may  subsequently  decide 
what  the  date(s)  shall  be  for  submission 
of  an  attainment-maintenance  plan(s). 

For  areas  identified  within  the  Kansas 
City  and  St.  Louis  AQCRs  as  AQMAs,  the 
SIP  revisions  shall  be  prepared  and  de¬ 
veloped  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  40  CFR  Part  51,  Subparts  A,  B, 
and  D.  Subpart  D  requires  a  projection 
and  allocation  of  emissions,  air  quality 
modeling,  and  much  intergovernmental 
coordination  not  required  in  Subparts  A 
and  B. 

The  State  shall  indicate  in  its  revised 
plan,  where  attainment  of  the  standards 
is  demonstrated,  the  date  by  which  the 
national  ambient  primary  standards 
(TSP  in  the  Kansas  City  area  and  TSP 
and  SO*  in  the  St.  Louis  area)  will  be 
attained.  The  Regional  Administrator 
advises  the  State  that  the  plan  revisions 
must  provide  for  the  attainment  of  the 
primary  standard  as  expeditiously  as 
practicable. 

The  Governor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days,  a  letter  of  intent  to  the  Regional 
Administrator,  EPA,  Region  VII.  iden¬ 
tifying  the  various  action  steps  (along 
with  target  dates  for  completion)  which 
the  State  will  take  to  develop  the  plan  re¬ 
vision  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  set  forth  in  this  notice.  The  State 
must  also  Identify,  in  the  above  men¬ 


tioned  letter,  the  agencies  that  have  been 
given  responsibility  to  prepare  the  plan 
revision. 

All  of  the  applicable  Implementation 
plan  remains  in  effect  until  the  plan  re¬ 
vision  is  submitted  by  the  State  to  EPA 
and  is  approved  by  EPA,  or  until  EPA 
promulgates  substitute  and/or  additional 
regulations. 

This  notice  is  not  subject  to  rulemak¬ 
ing  procedures.  The  need  for  a  plan  re¬ 
vision  is  based  upon  a  technical  finding 
of  the  Regional  Administrator  which 
shows  that  the  control  strategy  for  TSP 
in  the  metropolitan  Kansas  City  area 
and  TSP  and  SO*  in  the  metropolitan 
St.  Louis  area  is  substantially  inadequate 
and  needs  to  be  revised.  Authority  for 
such  action  is  provided  in  sections  110(a) 
(2)  (H)  and  110(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act, 
1970.  Ample  opportunity  for  public  com¬ 
ment  on  the  Regional  Administrator’s 
determination  of  plan  inadequacy  will  be 
provided  during  the  public  hearing  that 
the  State  is  required  to  hold  on  the  plan 
revision  before  submission  to  EPA.  If 
EPA  must  propose  and  promulgate  its 
own  regulations,  EPA  will  provide  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  written  comments  and,  if  the 
State  held  no  hearing  on  the  revisions, 
will  provide  opportunity  for  a  public 
hearing. 

(Sec.  110(a)(2)(H),  Clean  Air  Act.  as 
amended  (42  UJS.C.  1857c-5(c))) 

Dated:  July  2, 1976. 

Jerome  H  Svore, 
Regional  Adv  inistrator. 

JFR  Doc.76-20584  FUed  i  -15-76; 8: 45  amj 


(FRL  584-31 

NEBRASKA 

Required  Revision  to  Implementation  Plan 
for  Omaha-Council  Bluffs  Interstate  Air 
Quality  Maintenance  Area 

In  this  notice,  the  EPA  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Region  vn  finds  that  the 
implementation  plan  for  the  Omaha- 
Council  Bluffs  Air  Quality  Maintenance 
Area  (AQMA)  in  the  State  of  Nebraska, 
is  substantially  inadequate  for  the  at¬ 
tainment  and  maintenance  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(NAAQS)  for  total  suspended  particu¬ 
lates  (TSP) .  He  is,  therefore,  requesting 
that  the  State  submit  a  revision  to  the 
plan  within  the  next  year  to  correct  those 
deficiencies.  The  Region'll  Administrator 
has  formally  notified  the  Governor  of 
this  matter  in  a  letter  dated  July  1, 1976. 

On  May  31.  1972  (37  FR  10842).  under 
Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40 
CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  approved 
the  control  strategy  for  the  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  national  primary 
and  secondary  standards  for  TSP  in  the 
Omaha-Council  Bluffs  AQMA.  The  im¬ 
plementation  plan  was  originally  de¬ 
signed  to  attain  these  national  stand¬ 
ards  by  May  31,  1975. 

However,  pursuant  to  court  order,  on 
March  8,  1973  (38  FR  6279),  EPA  dis¬ 
approved  all  implementation  plans  with 
respect  to  maintenance  of  the  national 
standards.  Following  this  action  on 
June  2,  1975  (40  FR  23754),  EPA 


identified  the  Omaha-Council  Bluffs  area 
as  an  AQMA. 

The  Regional  Administrator  finds  that 
the  presently  approved  control  strategy 
portion  of  the  implementation  plan  is 
substantially  inadequate  to  attain  and 
maintain  the  NAAQS  for  TSP. 

This  finding  is  based  on  recent  air 
quality  data  submitted  by  the  State  in 
fulfillment  of  the  requirements  of  I  51.7 
and  on  a  technical  evaluation  prepared 
by  the  Nebraska  Department  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Control  and  submitted  on  April 
21,  1976. 

Air  quality  data  for  the  Nebraska  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Omaha-Council  Bluffs 
AQMA.  for  the  most  recent  12  months, 
reveals  9  monitoring  sites  which  re¬ 
corded  violations  of  the  secondary  stand¬ 
ard  for  TSP.  Three  of  these  sites  also 
exceeded  the  primary  standard  for  an¬ 
nual  geometric  mean  particulate  con¬ 
centrations  and  one  exceeded  the  pri¬ 
mary  standard  for  maximum  allowable 
24-hour  concentrations.  Examination  of 
these  data  indicates  that  air  quality 
standards  are  not  attained  in  Omaha, 
and  not  expected  to  be,  without  addi¬ 
tional  control  measures.  These  data,  and 
the  State  submission  are  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  Regional 
Office. 

Because  of  these  identified  inadequa¬ 
cies,  the  Regional  Administrator  finds 
that  a  revision  to  parts  of  the  control 
strategy  for  TSP  in  the  applicable  plan 
is  needed  and  hereby  requests  the  State 
to  submit  a  revision  as  follows: 

The  State  shall  prepare  and  submit  by 
July  1,  1977,  a  plan  revision  contain¬ 
ing  all  achievable  emission  limitations 
that  are  needed  to  provide  for  the  at¬ 
tainment  and  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  standards  for  TSP  and  demon¬ 
stration  of  the  effect  of  such  measures  on 
air  quality  concentrations. 

If  additional  control  measures  such  as 
land  use  and  transportation  measures 
are  needed  for  attainment  and  mainte¬ 
nance  of  the  national  standards,  the 
State  shall  prepare  and  submit  by  July 
1,  1978,  such  measures  for  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  standards,  and  a 
demonstration  that  the  control  strategy 
will  attain  and  maintain  the  primary 
standard  for  TSP. 

The  completed  plan  revision  must  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  the  total  control  strategy 
will  maintain  the  national  standards  for 
10  years  after  attainment. 

The  Regional  Administrator  will  not, 
at  this  time,  establish  a  date  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  the  plan  to  attain  or  main¬ 
tain  the  secondary  standards.  The  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  will  re-evaluate 
the  matter  and  may  subsequently  de¬ 
cide  what  the  submission  date  shall  be 
for  the  combined  attainment  and  main¬ 
tenance  plan  for  the  secondary  stand¬ 
ards. 

1716  State  shall  prepare  the  revisions 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
40  CFR  Part  51,  Subparts  A,  B,  and  D. 

In  the  case  where  attainment  of  the 
standards  1s  demonstrated,  the  State 
shall  indicate  in  its  revised  plan  the 
date  by  which  the  national  standards 
shall  be  attained.  The  plan  revision  must 
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provide  for  the  attainment  of  the  pri¬ 
mary  standard  as  expeditiously  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  and  for  the  attainment  of  the 
secondary  standards  within  a  reasonable 
time  thereafter. 

The  Governor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days,  a  letter  of  Intent  to  the  Regional 
Administrator,  which  identifies  the  vari¬ 
ous  action  steps  (along  with  target  dates 
for  completion)  which  the  State  will 
take  to  develop  the  plan  revision  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  set  forth 
in  this  notice.  The  State  must  also 
identify  in  the  letter  the  agencies  that 
have  been  given  responsibility  to  pre¬ 
pare  the  plan  revision. 

All  of  the  applicable  plan  remains  in 
effect  until  the  plan  revision  is  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  State  to  EPA  and  is  ap¬ 
proved  by  EPA,  or  until  EPA  promul¬ 
gates  substitute  regulations. 

This  notice  is  not  subject  to  rulemak¬ 
ing  procedures.  The  need  for  a  plan  re¬ 
vision  is  based  upon  a  technical  finding 
of  the  Regional  Administrator  which 
shows  that  the  control  strategy  is  sub¬ 
stantially  Inadequate  and  needs  to  be 
revised.  Authority  for  such  action  is  pro¬ 
vided  in  sections  110(a)(2)(H)  and  110 
(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  Ample  op¬ 
portunity  for  public  comment  on  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator’s  determination  of 
plan  inadequacy  will  be  provided  dur¬ 
ing  the  public  hearing  that  the  State  is 
required  to  hold  on  the  plan  revision  be¬ 
fore  submission  to  EPA.  If  EPA  must 
propose  and  promulgate  its  own  regula¬ 
tions,  EPA  will  provide  opportunity  for 
written  comments  and,  if  the  State  held 
no  hearings  on  the  revision,  will  provide 
opportunity  for  public  hearing. 

(Sec  110(a)(2)(H),  Clean  Air  Act,  a s 
amended  (40  U.S.C.  1867c-5(a)  (2)  (H) );  sec. 
110(c)  of  the  dean  Air  Act,  as  amended, 
(72  U.S.C.  1857c-5(c)  )  ) 

Dated:  July  2, 1976. 

Jerome  H.  Svore, 
Regional  Administrator. 

| PR  Doc.76-20585  Plied  7-16-76,8:45  am] 


[FRL  684-51 

NEW  MEXICO 

Required  Revision  to  Implementation  Plan 
for  the  Pecos-Permian  Basin  Air  Quality 
Control  Region 

In  this  notice,  the  EPA  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Region  VI  finds  that  the 
implementation  plan  for  the  State  of 
New  Mexico  is  inadequate  in  its  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  air  quality  impact  of 
particulate  matter  emissions  from  exist¬ 
ing  and  projected  potash  plants  in  the 
Pecos-Permian  Basin  Air  Quality  Control 
Region  (AQCR  155)  for  the  attainment 
and  maintenance  of  the  primary  nation¬ 
al  ambient  air  quality  standards.  He  is, 
therefore,  requesting  that  the  State  sub¬ 
mit  a  revision  to  the  plan  to  correct  those 
deficiencies.  The  Regional  Administrator 
has  formally  notified  the  Governor  of 
this  matter  in  a  letter  dated  July  1, 1976. 

Detailed  Discussion  op  Action 

On  May  31, 1972  (37  PR  10842) ,  under 
section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  40 
CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  ap- 
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proved  the  control  strategy  for  the  at* 
tainment  and  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  primary  and  secondary  standards 
for  total  suspended  particulate  in  the 
Peco6-Permian  Basin  Region.  The  im¬ 
plementation  plan  was  originally  de¬ 
signed  to  attain  these  national  standards 
by  July  1,  1975.  Furthermore,  on  March 
8,  1973  (38  PR  6279) ,  EPA  disapproved 
all  implementation  plans  with  respect  to 
maintenance  of  the  national  standards. 

The  Regional  Administrator  of  the 
EPA,  Region  VI  finds  that  the  presently 
approved  control  strategy  portion  of  the 
implementation  plan  for  particulate  mat¬ 
ter  does  not  Include  control  of  potash 
plants  for  the  Pecos-Permian  Basin  Re¬ 
gion.  As  a  result,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  Implementation  plan  is  inade¬ 
quate  to  attain  and  maintain  the  na¬ 
tional  primary  ambient  air  quality  stand¬ 
ards  for  total  suspended  particulate  from 
potash  plants. 

This  finding  is  based  on  the  October 
1975  preliminary  regional  environmen¬ 
tal  analysis  record  on  “Potash  Leasing  in 
Southeastern  New  Mexico”  which  indi¬ 
cated  that  the  primary  national  ambient 
air  quality  standards  for  total  suspended 
particulate  are  currently  being  exceeded. 
The  analysis  was  done  by  the  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  and  involved  the  esti¬ 
mation  of  annual  concentrations  from 
existing  potash  plants.  The  State  of  New 
Mexico  has  also  completed  a  preliminary 
analysis  which  involved  the  estimation 
of  short-term  particulate  matter  con¬ 
centrations  by  applying  the  emission 
rates  reported  by  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management.  This  analysis  suggested 
that  a  majority  of  the  existing  potash 
plants  are  capable  of  exceeding  the  pri¬ 
mary  24-hour  maximum  national  stand¬ 
ard  for  total  suspended  particulate.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  it  is  anticipated  that  this  prob¬ 
lem  will  be  compounded  by  fugitive  dust 
emissions  and  by  the  expected  growth  of 
the  potash  industry  in  this  region,  which 
will  lead  to  increased  emissions  and  in¬ 
creased  particulate  matter  concentra¬ 
tions.  The  combination  of  these  factors 
indicates  that  the  plan  is  inadequate  to 
attain  and  maintain  the  national  am¬ 
bient  air  quality  standards  for  total  sus¬ 
pended  particulate. 

The  State  of  New  Mexico  is  presently 
conducting  a  more  detailed  analysis 
which  will  consider  point  source  par¬ 
ticulate  matter  emissions  from  existing 
potash  plants  and  projected  emissions 
from  proposed  new  leases.  The  purpose 
of  this  analysis  is  to  define  control  re¬ 
quirements.  It  is  scheduled  for  comple¬ 
tion  by  June  30,  1976,  and  will  be  made 
publicly  available.  Rather  than  wait  for 
the  completion  of  the  analysis  however, 
the  Regional  Administrator  is  calling  for 
a  plan  revision  now  so  that  the  appro¬ 
priate  agencies  in  the  State  may  begin 
at  once  the  process  of  developing  their 
plan  revision. 

The  Regional  Administrator  finds  that 
a  revision  to  parts  of  the  control  strategy 
for  particulate  matter  in  the  applicable 
plan  is  needed  and  hereby  requests  the 
State  to  submit  a  revision. 

Because  the  extent  and  nature  of  the 
attainment  problem  due  to  particulate 


matter  emissions  from  potash  plants  will 
not  be  fully  known  until  completion  of 
the  analysis,  the  Regional  Administrator 
does  not  Intend  at  this  time  to  establish 
either  a  date  for  submission  of  a  control 
strategy  that  will  provide  for  the  attain¬ 
ment  and  maintenance  of  that  standard 
or  the  period  over  which  the  plan  would 
have  to  ensure  maintenance. 

The  Regional  Administrator  will  re¬ 
evaluate  the  matter  and  subsequently 
decide  what  the  submission  dates  shall 
be. 

The  Governor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days  of  this  notice,  a  letter  of  Intent  to 
the  Regional  Administrator,  EPA,  Region 
VI,  which  identifies  the  various  action 
steps,  along  with  target  dates  for  comple¬ 
tion,  which  the  State  will  take  to  develop 
the  plan  revision  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  set  forth  in  this  notice.  The 
State  must  also  identify  in  the  letter  the 
agencies  that  have  been  given  responsi¬ 
bility  lo  prepare  the  plan  revision. 

All  the  applicable  plan  remains  in  ef¬ 
fect  until  the  plan  revision  is  submitted 
by  the  State  to  EPA  and  is  approved  by 
EPA  or  until  EPA  promulgates  substitute 
regulations. 

This  notice  is  not  subject  to  rulemaking 
procedures.  The  need  for  a  plan  revision 
is  based  upon  a  technical  finding  of  the 
Regional  Administrator  which  shows  that 
the  control  strategy  for  particulate  mat¬ 
ter  in  the  Pecos-Permian  Basin  Region 
is  inadequate  and  needs  to  be  revised. 
Authority  for  such  action  is  provided  in 
sections  110(a)  (2)  (H)  and  110(c)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  1970.  Ample  opportunity 
for  public  comment  on  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator’s  determination  of  plan  in¬ 
adequacy  will  be  provided  during  the 
public  hearing  that  the  State  is  required 
to  hold  on  the  plan  revision  before  sub¬ 
mission  to  EPA.  If  EPA  must  propose  and 
promulgate  its  own  regulations,  EPA  will 
provide  opportunity  for  written  com¬ 
ments  and,  if  the  State  held  no  hearing 
on  the  revisions,  will  provide  opportunity 
for  a  public  hearing. 

(Sec.  110(a)(2)(H),  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  (42  U.S.C.  1867c-6(a)  (2)  (H) ) ; 
sec.  110  (o),  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended,  (42 
U.S.C.  1875c-5  (c)) 

Dated:  July  1. 1976. 

John  C.  White, 
Regional  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

|FR  Doc.78-20687  Filed  7-16-76:8:45  am] 


| FRL  564-8] 

NEW  MEXICO 

Attainment  and  Maintenance  of  Particulate 
Matter  and  Carbon  Monoxide  Standards; 
Revision  to  New  Mexico  Implementation 
Plan 

In  this  notice,  the  EPA  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Region  VI  finds  that  the 
implementation  plan  for  the  regions  and 
areas  shown  in  Table  I  in  the  State  of 
New  Mexico  is  inadequate  for  the  attain¬ 
ment  and  maintenance  of  the  primary 
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National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
for  particulate  matter,  and  that  the  Im¬ 
plementation  plan  for  the  regions  and 
areas  shown  in  Table  2  is  Inadequate 
for  the  attainment  and  maintenance  of 
the  primary  National  Ambient  Air  Qual¬ 
ity  Standards  for  carbon  monoxide.  He  is 
therefore  requesting  that  the  State  sub¬ 
mit  a  revision  to  the  plan  to  correct  those 
deficiencies.  The  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor  has  formally  notified  the  Governor 
of  this  matter  in  a  letter  dated  July  1, 
1976. 

Detailed  Discussion  of  Action 

On  May  31.  1972  (37  FR  10842),  un¬ 
der  Section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and 
40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  ap¬ 
proved  the  control  strategy  for  the  at¬ 
tainment  and  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  primary  and  secondary  standards 
for  total  suspended  particulate  and  car¬ 
bon  monoxide  for  the  areas  indicated  in 
Tables  1  and  2,  except  for  the  New 
Mexico  portion  of  the  El  Paso-Las 
Cruces- Alamogordo  AQCR  where  the 
plan  did  not  provide  for  attainment  and 
maintenance  of  the  national  standards 
for  total  suspended  particulate.  The  im¬ 


plementation  plan  was  originally  de¬ 
signed  to  attain  these  national  stand¬ 
ards  by  July  1,  1975.  Furthermore,  on 
March  8,  1973  (38  FR  6279)  EPA  dis¬ 
approved  all  implementation  plans  with 
respect  to  maintenance  of  the  national 
standards. 

Following  this  action,  on  June  2,  1975, 
EPA  approved  the  State  designation  of 
the  areas  indicated  in  Tables  1  and  2  as 
air  quality  maintenance  areas — areas 
that  have  the  potential  for  failing  to 
maintain  a  national  air  quality  standard 
(40  FR  23746,  published  as  40  CFR 
52.1633). 

Total  Suspended  Particulate 

The  Regional  Administrator  of  EPA’s 
Region  VI  finds  that  the  presently  ap¬ 
proved  and  previously  disapproved  (in 
the  case  of  El  Paso-Las  Cruces-Alamo- 
gordo  Interstate  Region)  control  strat¬ 
egy  portion  of  the  implementation  plan 
for  particulate  matter  for  the  regions 
and  areas  indicated  in  Table  I  is  inade¬ 
quate  to  attain  and  maintain  the  na¬ 
tional  primary  and  secondary  ambient 
air  quality  standards  for  total  suspended 
particulate. 


Table  1. — Total  suspended  particulate  ( TSP ) 


Air  quality  control  region 

Revision  requested 

Air  quality  maintenance  area 

No. 

Title 

No. 

Title 

12 

.  None  designated. 

14 

152 

Four  Comers . .Cl . 

. Attainment  and 

152A 

Do. 

Albuquerque. 

158 

157 

El  Paso-Las  Croces  Alamogordo  interstate . 

Upper  Rio  Grande  Valley . . 

maintenance. 

. Maintenance... . 

.  153A 
.  157  A 

Las  Croces. 

Sante  Fe. 

The  finding  is  based  upon  recent  air 
quality  data.  These  data  indicate  viola¬ 
tions  of  the  national  air  quality  stand¬ 
ards.  Furthermore,  because  many  sources 
are  already  in  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  existing  plan,  there  is  little 
reason  to  believe  that  these  concentra¬ 
tions  will  decrease  in  the  future.  In  fact, 
the  particulate  problem  may  be  com¬ 
pounded  by  fugitive  dust  emissions,  and 
expected  growth  of  particulate  sources 
could  lead  to  increased  emissions  and 
increased-  air  pollutant  concentrations. 
The  combination  of  these  factors  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  plan  is  inadequate  to  at¬ 
tain  and  maintain  the  national  ambient 
air  quality  standards. 

The  State  of  New  Mexico  completed  an 
analysis  for  the  El  Paso-Las  Cruces- 
Alamogordo  AQCR  dated  April  28,  1976, 
in  which  fugitive  dust  emissions  were 
identified  as  the  principal  reason  for 
non-attainment  of  the  primary  stand¬ 
ards.  In  this  analysis  it  was  indicated 
that  a  further  investigation  was  needed 
to  aid  in  the  development  of  workable 
control  strategies.  Such  an  investigation 
is  being  carried  out  at  the  present  time 
by  the  EPA  and  the  State  of  New  Mexico. 
It  is  scheduled  for  completion  by  Novem¬ 
ber  1976,  and  will  be  made  publicly  avail¬ 
able. 

The  State  of  New  Mexico  is  also  con¬ 
ducting  detailed  analyses  for  the  other 
regions  and  areas  indicated  in  Table  I  to 
determine  more  precisely  the  extent  of 
the  problem.  These  analyses  are  also 


scheduled  for  completion  by  November 
1976,  and  will  be  made  publicly  available. 

Rather  than  wait  for  the  completion 
of  the  above  analyses,  however,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  is  calling  for  a  plan 
revision  now  so  that  the  appropriate 
agencies  in  the  State  may  begin  at  once 
the  process  of  developing  their  plan 
revision. 

The  Regional  Administrator  finds  that 
a  revision  to  parts  of  the  control  strategy 
for  total  suspended  particulate  for  the 
areas  and  regions  indicated  in  Table  I  is 
needed,  and  hereby  requests  the  State 
of  New  Mexico  to  submit  the  revisions 
requested  in  Table  I  as  follows: 

1.  The  State  shall  prepare  and  submit 
by  July  1,  1977,  a  plan  revision  con¬ 
taining  : 

a.  all  achievable  emission  limitations 
that  are  needed  to  provide  for  the  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  national  standards  for  total 
suspended  particulate,  and 

b.  a  demonstration  of  the  effect  on  air 
quality  concenrtations  of  such  measures. 

2.  If  additional  control  measures  such 
as  land  use  and  transportation  measures 
are  needed  for  attainment  of  the  national 
standards,  the  State  shall  prepare  and 
submit  by  July  1, 1978: 

a.  such  measures  for  attainment  of  the 
standards  for  total  suspended  par¬ 
ticulate,  and 

b.  a  demonstration  that  the  control 
strategy  will  attain  the  primary  and 


secondary  standards  for  total  suspended 
particulate. 

Because  the  date  for  attainment  of  the 
total  suspended  particulate  standards  is 
unknown  at  this  time  and  not  expected  to 
be  any  sooner  than  1980,  the  Regional 
Administrator  does  not  intend  at  this 
time  to  establish  either  a  date  for  sub¬ 
mission  of  a  control  strategy  that  will 
provide  for  the  maintenance  of  that 
standard  or  the  period  over  which  the 
plan  would  have  to  ensure  maintenance. 
The  plan  revision  must,  however,  discuss 
the  types  of  additional  measures  that 
may  be  needed  in  the  distant  future  for 
maintenance  and  demonstrate  that  im¬ 
mediate  adoption  of  such  measures  is 
not  practicable. 

For  the  same  reason,  he  will  not  estab¬ 
lish  a  date  for  submission  of  the  plan  to 
attain  the  secondary  standard.  The  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  will  reevaluate  the 
matter  and  subsequently  decide  what  the 
submission  dates  shall  be. 

Carbon  Monoxide 

The  Regional  Administrator  of  EPA’s 
Region.  VI  also  finds  that  the  presently 
approved  control  strategy  portion  of  the 
implementation  plan  for  carbon  mon¬ 
oxide  for  the  areas  indicated  in  Table  2  is 
inadequate  to  attain  and  maintain  the 
national  primary  and  secondary  ambient 
air  quality  standards  for  carbon 
monoxide. 

Table  2. — parboil  monoxide  (CO) 


Air  quality 

maintenance  area  Revision  requested  tor— 


No.  Title 


14A  Four  Comers.  Attainment  and  maintenance; 
152A  Albuquerque..  Do. 

153  A  Las  Cruces . .  .  Maintenance; 

1.55A  Roswell . Attainment  and  maintenance. 

157A  Santa  Fe . .  Do. 


This  finding  is  based  upon  recent  air 
quality  data.  These  data  indicate  viola¬ 
tions  of  the  national  air  quality  stand¬ 
ards.  This  problem  may  be  compounded 
by  expected  growth  which  could  lead  to 
increased  emissions  and  increased  air 
pollutant  concentrations.  The  combina¬ 
tion  of  these  factors  indicates  that  the 
plan  is  inadequate  to  attain  the  national 
ambient  air  quality  standards. 

The  State  of  New  Mexico  is  conducting 
detailed  analyses  to  determine  more  pre¬ 
cisely  the  extent  of  the  problem.  The 
analyses  are  scheduled  for  completion  by 
June  30,  1976  and  will  be  made  publicly 
available.  Rather  than  wait  for  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  analyses,  however,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  is  calling  for  a 
plan  revision  now  so  that  the  appropri¬ 
ate  agencies  in  the  State  may  begin  at 
once  the  process  of  developing  their  plan 
revision. 

The  Regional  Administrator  finds  that 
a  revision  to  parts  of  the  control  strategy 
for  carbon  monoxide  for  the  areas  indi¬ 
cated  in  Table  2  in  the  applicable  plan 
is  needed  and  hereby  requests  the  State 
of  New  Mexico  to  submit  the  revisions 
requested  in  Table  2  as  follows: 
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1.  The  State  shall  prepare  and  submit 
by  July  1,  1977,  a  plan  revision  contain¬ 
ing: 

a.  all  achievable  emission  limitations 
that  are  needed  to  provide  for  the  at¬ 
tainment  of  the  national  standards  for 
carbon  monoxide,  and 

b.  a  demonstration  of  the  effect  on  air 
quality  concentrations  of  such  measures. 

2.  If  additional  control  measures  such 
as  land  use  and  transportation  measures 
are  needed  for  attainment  of  the  nation¬ 
al  standards,  the  State  shall  prepare  and 
submit  by  July  1, 1978: 

a.  such  measures  for  attainment  of  the 
standards  for  carbon  monoxide,  and 

b.  a  demonstration  that  the  control 
strategy  will  attain  the  standards  for 
carbon  monoxide. 

Because  the  date  for  attainment  of  the 
carbon  monoxide  standards  is  unknown 
at  this  time  and  not  expected  to  be  any 
sooner  than  1980,  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  does  not  Intend  at  this  time  to 
establish  either  a  date  for  submission  of 
a  control  strategy  that  will  provide  for 
the  maintenance  of  that  standard  or  the 
period  over  which  the  plan  would-  have 
to  ensure  maintenance.  The  plan  revi¬ 
sion  must,  however,  discuss  the  types  of 
additional  measures  that  may  be  needed 
in  the  distant  future  for  maintenance 
and  demonstrate  that  immediate  adop¬ 
tion  of  such  measures  is  not  practicable. 

For  the  same  reason,  he  will  not  estab¬ 
lish  a  date  for  submission  of  the  plan 
to  attain  the  secondary  standard.  The 
Regional  Administrator  will  reevaluate 
the  matter  and  subsequently  decide  what 
the  submission  dates  shall  be. 

The  State  shall  prepare  the  revisions  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  40 
CFR  Part  51,  Subparts  A  and  B. 

The  Regional  Administrator  advises 
the  State  that  plan  revisions  must  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  attainment  of  the  primary 
standard  as  expeditiously  as  practicable, 
generally  not  more  than  3  years  after  the 
date  of  expected  approval  of  the  revi¬ 
sions,  and  for  the  attainment  of  the  sec¬ 
ondary  standard  within  a  reasonable  time 
after  the  date  of  expected  approval  of  the 
revisions. 

The  Governor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days  of  this  notice,  a  letter  of  Intent  to 
the  Regional  Administrator,  EPA,  Re¬ 
gion  VI  which  identifies  the  various  ac¬ 
tion  steps  (along  with  target  dates  for 
completion)  which  the  State  will  take  to 
develop  the  plan  revision  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  set  forth  in  this 
notice.  The  State  must  also  identify  in 
the  letter  the  agencies  that  have  been 
given  responsibility  to  prepare  the  plan 
revision. 

All  of  the  applicable  plan  remains  in 
effect  until  the  plan  revision  is  submitted 
by  the  State  to  EPA  and  is  approved  by 
EPA  or  until  EPA  promulgates  substitute 
regulations. 

This  notice  is  not  subject  to  rulemak¬ 
ing  procedures.  The  need  for  a  plan  re¬ 
vision  is  based  upon  a  technical  finding 
of  the  Regional  Administrator  which 
shows  that  the  control  strategy  for  total 
suspended  particulate  and  carbon  mon¬ 


oxide  in  the  areas  and  regions  indicated 
in  Tables  1  and  2  is  inadequate  and  needs 
to  be  revised.  Authority  for  such  action 
is  provided  in  Sections  110(a)  (2)  (H)  and 
110(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  1970.  Ample 
opportunity  for  public  comment  on  the 
Regional  Administrator’s  determination 
of  plan  inadequacy  will  be  provided  dur¬ 
ing  the  public  hearing  that  the  State  is 
required  to  hold  on  the  plan  revision  be¬ 
fore  submission  to  EPA.  If  EPA  must  pro¬ 
pose  and  promulgate  its  own  regulations, 
EPA  will  provide  opportunity  for  written 
comments  and,  if  the  State  held  no  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  revisions,  will  provide  oppor¬ 
tunity  for  a  public  hearing. 

(Sec.  110(a)  (2)  (H)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  1857c— 5(a)  (2)  (H) )  and 
Section  110(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  1867-5(c) ) .) 

Dated  July  1, 1976.  *  - 

John  C.  White, 
Regional  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

IFR  Doc.76-20690  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


JFRL  585-1] 

OKLAHOMA 

EPA  Actions  Regarding  Oklahoma 

~  Implementation  Plan  Revisions 

In  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  at  this  time, 
three  Air  Quality  Control  Regions 
(AQCRs)  are  not  attaining  the  ambient 
air  quality  standards  for  one  or  more 
pollutants.  Central  Oklahoma  (AQCR 
181)  and  Northeastern  Oklahoma 
(ACQR  186)  are  not  attaining  the  stand¬ 
ards  for  either  particulate  matter  or  pho¬ 
tochemical  oxidants,  and  Northwestern 
Oklahoma  (AQCR  187)  Is  not  attaining 
the  standards  for  particulate  matter. 

In  addition,  on  April  29,  1975,  EPA 
identified  the  Central  Oklahoma  and 
Tulsa  areas  (contained  within  AQCRs 
184  and  186,  respectively)  as  air  quality 
maintenance  area — areas  which  have  the 
potential  for  failing  to  maintain  a  na¬ 
tional  air  quality  standard  (40  FR  18726, 
published  as  40  CFR  52.1927). 

The  State  of  Oklahoma  analyzed  the 
attainment  and  maintenance  problems 
with  the  intention  of  assessing  the  in¬ 
adequacies  of  the  present  implementa¬ 
tion  plan  and  developing  suitable  plan 
revisions. 

On  June  16,  1975,  the  State  of  Okla¬ 
homa  submitted  a  revision  to  the  pho¬ 
tochemical  oxidant  control  strategy  for 
Central  and  Northeastern  Oklahoma 
AQCRs  and  on  February  19,  1976,  sub¬ 
mitted  a  revision  to  the  particulate  con¬ 
trol  strategy  for  the  same  AQCRs.  No  re¬ 
vision  was  submitted  for  the  Northwest¬ 
ern  Oklahoma  AQCR  since  the  analysis 
indicated  that  the  observed  atmospheric 
loading  of  particulates  was  primarily  due 
to  natural  sources. 

EPA  will  review  these  proposed  re¬ 
visions  and  will  publish  notices  of 
approval  or  disapproval.  If  it  is  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  implementation  plan 
remains  inadequate  to  attain  and  main¬ 


tain  the  national  ambient  air  quality 
standards,  the  Regional  Administrator 
win,  at  that  time,  call  for  a  plan  revision 
to  correct  the  inadequacy. 

John  C.  White, 
Regional  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

Dated  July  1, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-20591  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


[FRL,  585-3] 

NATIONAL  AIR  POLLUTION  CONTROL 

TECHNIQUES  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Open  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Air  Pollution  Control  Techniques 
Advisory  Committee  will  be  held  at  9:00 
a.m.  on  August  10  and  11,  1976,  at  the 
Federal  Office  Building,  Room  204A,  219 
South  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60604. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss  New  Source  Performance  Stand¬ 
ards  to  be  proposed  under  Section  111  of 
the  Clean  Air  Act  for  stationary  gas  tur¬ 
bines,  coke  ovens  (pushing  emissions), 
and  dry  cleaning  facilities.  Also  included 
will  be  a  status  report  on  coal  gasifica¬ 
tion  and  sinter  plant  emissions  regula¬ 
tions. 

All  meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 
Anyone  wishing  to  attend  or  submit  a 
paper  should  contact  Mr.  Don  R.  Good¬ 
win,  Director,  Emission  Standards  and 
Engineering  Division,  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Research  Triangle 
Park,  North  Carolina  27711. 

The  telephone  number  and  area  code 
are  (919)  668-8146,  extension  271. 

Dated:  July  13.  1976. 

Roger  Strelow, 
Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Management. 

[FR  Doc.76-20663  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am.] 


[FRL  584-6] 

TEXAS 

Required  Revision  to  Implementation  Plan 
for  Particulate  Matter 

In  this  notice,  the  EPA  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Region  VI  finds  that  the 
Texas  implementation  plan  Is  Inade¬ 
quate  for  the  attainment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  primary  national  ambient 
air  quality  standards  for  particulate 
matter  in  the  areas  indicated  in  the 
table  below. 


Attainment  Attainment  and  Maintenance 
(AQCR's)  maintenance  lAQMA's) 

(AQMA’s) 


El  Paso- Las  Corpus  Christ! _ Beaumont. 

Cruces- Alamo¬ 
gordo. 

Amarillo- Lubbock..  Dallas- Fort 
Worth. 

Brownsville-  Houston.  ......... 

Laredo. 

Ban  Antonio. .  Galveston - 
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He  Is  therefore  requesting  that  the 
State  submit  a  revision  to  the  plan  to 
correct  these  deficiencies.  The  Regional 
Administrator  has  formally  notified  the 
Governor  of  this  matter  in  a  letter  dated 
July  1,  1976. 

Detailed  Discussion  or  Action 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  under 
section  110  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  and  40 
CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator  ap¬ 
proved  the  control  strategy  for  attain¬ 
ment  and  maintenance  of  the  national 
primary  and  secondary  air  quality  stand¬ 
ards  for  particulate  matter  in  all  air 
quality  control  regions  (AQCRs)  in 
Texas.  The  implementation  plan  was 
originally  designed  to  attain  these  na¬ 
tional  standards  by  mid-1975. 

On  March  8,  1973  (38  PR  6279),  EPA 
disapproved  all  implementation  plans 
with  respect  to  maintenance  of  the  na¬ 
tional  standards.  Following  this  action 
on  April  29,  1975,  EPA  identified  the 
areas  listed  below  as  air  quality  mainte¬ 
nance  areas  for  particulate  matter — 
areas  that  have  the  potential  for  falling 
to  maintain  a  national  air  quality  stand¬ 
ard  (40  FR  18736,  published  as  40  CFR 
52.2302). 

s. 

Beaumont  Galveston 

Corpus  Christl  ’  Houston 
Dallas-Fort  Worth 

The  Regional  Administrator  finds 
that  the  presently  approved  control 
strategy  portion  of  the  implementation 
plan  for  particulate  matter  is  Inadequate 
to: 

1.  Attain  the  primary  air  quality 
standards  in  the  El  Paso-Las  Cruces - 
Alamogordo,  Amarillo  -Lubbock ,  Browns- 
ville-Laredo,  and  Metropolitan  San  An¬ 
tonio  AQCRs,  and 

2.  Attain  and  maintain  the  primary 
air  quality  standards  in  the  Corpus 
Christl,  Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Houston,  and 
Galveston  AQMAs,  and 

3.  Maintain  the  primary  air  quality 
standards  in  the  Beaumont  AQMA. 

This  finding  is  based  upon  recent  air 
quality  data  which  Indicate  that  viola¬ 
tions  of  the  national  air  quality  stand¬ 
ards  are  occurring  in  all  of  the  above 
areas  except  the  Beaumont  AQMA.  Be¬ 
cause  many  sources  are  already  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  provisions  of  the  exist¬ 
ing  plan,  there  is  little  reason  to  believe 
that  the  air  quality  concentrations  will 
decrease  in  the  future.  The  problem 
should  be  compounded  because  of  fugi¬ 
tive  dust  emissions  and  expected  growth. 
It  is  for  the  same  reasons  that  the  stand¬ 
ards  are  not  expected  to  be  maintained 
in  the  Beaumont  AQMA. 

The  State  is  conducting  detailed  anal¬ 
yses  in  all  areas  to  determine  more  pre¬ 
cisely  the  extent  of  the  problem.  These 
analyses  will  be  made  publicly  available 
when  completed.  Rather  than  wait  for 
the  completion  of  these  analyses,  how¬ 
ever,  the  Regional  Administrator  is  call¬ 
ing  for  a  plan  revision  now  so  that  the 
appropriate  agencies  in  the  State  may 
begin  at  once  the  process  of  developing 
their  plan  revision. 

Attainment  or  Standards 

Because  of  the  air  quality  information, 
the  Regional  Administrator  finds  that  a 


revision  to  the  particulate  matter  con¬ 
trol  strategy  is  needed  In  the  El  Paso-Las 
Cruces-Alamogordo,  Amarillo- Lubback, 
Brownsville-Laredo  and  Metropolitan 
San  Antonio  AQCRs,  and  hereby  re¬ 
quests  the  State  to  submit  a  revision  as 
follows: 

1.  The  State  shall  prepare  and  submit 
by  July  1,  1977,  a  plan  revision  contain¬ 
ing: 

a.  All  achievable  emission  limitations 
that  are  needed  to  provide  for  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  national  primary  standards 
for  particulate  matter,  and 

b.  A  demonstration  of  the  effect  on 
air  quality  concentrations  of  such  meas¬ 
ures. 

2.  If  additional  control  measures  such 
as  land  use  and  transportation  measures 
are  needed  for  attainment  of  the  na¬ 
tional  standards,  the  State  shall  pre¬ 
pare  and  submit  by  July  1.  1978: 

a.  Such  measures  for  attainment  of  the 
standards  for  particulate  matter,  and 

b.  A  demonstration  that  the  control 
strategy  will  attain  the  primary  stand¬ 
ards  for  particulate  matter. 

The  State  shall  indicate  in  its  revised 
plan,  where  attainment  of  the  standards 
is  demonstrated,  the  date  by  which  the 
national  standards  for  particulate  mat¬ 
ter  will  be  attained.  The  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  advises  the  State  that  the 
plan  revision  must  provide  for  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  primary  standards  as  expedi¬ 
tiously  as  practicable,  generally  not  more 
than  3  years  after  the  date  of  expected 
approval  of  the  revision,  and  for  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  secondary  standards  within 
a  reasonable  time  after  the  date  of  ex¬ 
pected  approval  of  the  revision. 

Attainment  and  Maintenance  in  AQMAs 

Because  of  the  air  quality  information, 
the  Regional  Administrator  finds  that  a 
revision  to  the  particulate  matter  control 
strategy  is  needed  in  the  Corpus  Christ!, 
Dallas-Fort  Worth,  Houston,  and  Galves¬ 
ton  AQMAs,  and  hereby  requests  the 
State  to  submit  a  revision  as  follows: 

1.  The  State  shall  prepare  and  submit 
by  July  1,  1977,  a  plan  revision  con¬ 
taining: 

a.  All  achievable  emission  limitations 
that  are  needed  to  provide  for  attain¬ 
ment  of  the  national  primary  standards 
for  particulate  matter,  and 

b.  A  demonstration  of  the  effect  on  air 
quality  concentrations  of  such  measures. 

2.  If  additional  control  measures  such 
as  land  use  and  transportation  measures 
are  needed  for  attainment  of  the  na¬ 
tional  primary  standards,  the  State  shall 
prepare  and  submit  by  July  1, 1978: 

a.  Such  measures  for  attainment  of  the 
primary  standards  for  particulate  mat¬ 
ter,  and 

b.  A  demonstration  that  the  control 
strategy  will  attain  the  primary  stand¬ 
ards  for  particulate  matter. 

Because  the  date  for  attainment  of  the 
standards  is  unknown  at  this  time,  and 
not  expected  to  be  any  sooner  than  1980, 
the  Regional  Administrator  does  not  in¬ 
tend,  at  this  time,  to  establish  either  a 
date  for  submission  of  a  control  strategy 
that  will  provide  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  standards,  or  the  period  over  which 
the  plan  would  have  to  ensure  mainte¬ 
nance.  The  plan  revision  must,  however. 


discuss  the  types  of  additional  measures 
that  may  be  needed  in  the  distant  future 
for  maintenance  and  demonstrate  that 
immediate  adoption  of  such  measures  is 
not  practicable.  For  the  same  reason,  he 
will  not  establish  a  date  for  submission 
of  a  control  strategy  to  attain  the  sec¬ 
ondary  standards.  The  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator  will  reevaluate  the  matter  and 
subsequently  decide  what  the  submission 
dates  shall  be. 

The  State  shall  indicate  in  its  revised 
plfm,  where  attainment  of  the  primary 
standards  is  demonstrated,  the  date  by 
which  the  national  standards  for  partic¬ 
ulate  matter  will  be  attained.  The  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  advises  the  State 
that  the  plan  revision  must  provide  for 
attainment  of  the  primary  standards  as 
expeditiously  as  practicable,  generally 
not  more  than  3  years  after  the  date  of 
expected  approval  of  the  revision,  and 
for  attainment  of  the  secondary  stand¬ 
ards  within  a  reasonable  time  after  the 
date  of  expected  approval  of  the  revision. 

Maintenance  in  the  Beaumont  AQMA 

Because  of  potential  effects  of  fugitive 
emissions  and  increases  expected  from 
growth,  the  Regional  Administrator  finds 
that  a  revision  to  the  particulate  matter 
control  strategy  is  needed  in  the  Beau¬ 
mont  AQMA.  However,  until  the  analysis 
being  conducted  by  the  State  is  com¬ 
pleted,  the  Regional  Administrator  does 
not  Intend  to  establish  either  a  date  for 
the  submission  of  a  control  strategy  that 
will  provide  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
standards,  or  the  period  over  which 
maintenance  must  be  ensured.  He  will 
re-evaluate  the  matter  and  subsequently 
decide  what  the  submission  date  shall 
be. 

The  State  shall  prepare  the  revisions, 
scheduled  in  this  notice,  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  40  CFR  Part 
51,  Subparts  A  and  B. 

The  Governor  shall  submit,  within  60 
days  of  this  notice,  a  letter  of  Intent  to 
the  Regional  Administrator.  EPA,  Region 
VI,  which  identifies  the  various  action 
steps,  along  with  target  dates  of  com¬ 
pletion.  which  the  State  will  take  to  de¬ 
velop  the  plan  revision  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  set  forth  in  this 
notice.  The  State  must  also  identify  in 
the  letter  the  agencies  that  have  been 
given  responsibility  to  prepare  the  plan 
revision. 

All  of  the  applicable  plan  remains  in 
effect  until  the  plan  revision  is  submitted 
by  the  State  to  EPA  and  is  approved  by 
EPA,  or  until  EPA  promulgates  sub¬ 
stitute  or  additional  regulations. 

This  notice  is  not  subject  to  rulemak¬ 
ing  procedures.  The  need  for  a  plan  revi¬ 
sion  is  based  upon  a  technical  finding  of 
the  Regional  Administrator  which  shows 
that  the  control  strategy  for  particulate 
matter  in  the  AQCRs  and  AQMAs  iden¬ 
tified  above  need  to  be  revised.  Authority 
for  such  action  is  provided  in  sections  110 
(a)  (2)  (H)  and  110(c)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  1970.  Ample  opportunity  for  public 
comment  on  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor’s  determination  of  plan  inadequacy 
will  be  provided  during  the  public  hear¬ 
ing  that  the  State  is  required  to  hold  on 
the  plan  revision  before  submission  to 
EPA.  If  EPA  must  propose  and  promul- 
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gate  Its  own  regulations,  EPA  will  pro¬ 
vide  opportunity  for  written  comments 
and.  If  the  State  held  no  hearing  on  the 
revisions,  win  provide  opportunity  for  a 
public  hearing. 

See.  110(a)  (3)  (H),  Clean  Air  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (42  TJ.8.C.  1857-6 (a)(2)(H));  sec.  110(c). 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  (42  UB.C.  1867c- 

6(c)) 

Dated:  July  1,  1976. 

John  C.  White, 
Regional  Administrator, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

[FR  Doc.76-20588  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

| Report  No.  1-250] 

COMMON  CARRIER  SERVICES 
INFORMATION 

International  and  Satetlrte  Radio 

Applications  Accepted  for  Filing 

July  12,  1976. 

The  applications  listed  herein  have 
been  found,  upon  initial  review,  to  be  ac¬ 
ceptable  for  filing.  The  Commission  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  return  any  of  these 
applications  if,  upon  further  examina¬ 
tion,  it  is  determined  they  are  defective 
and  not  In  conformance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Rules.  Regulations  or  its 
policies.  Pinal  action  will  not  be  taken 
on  any  cf  these  applications  earlier  than 
31  days  following  the  date  of  this  notice. 
Section  30»«D(1>. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

— -  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Satellite  Communications  Services 

Correction  Report  No.  1-249.  Dated  7-7-76. 
Complete  entry  is  deleted.  Posted  to  Public 
In  error. 

15-DS3— ML-76  RCA  Global  Communica¬ 
tion.  Inc.  (aa  trustee) .  Application  for  au¬ 
thority  to  operate  the  RCA  SATCOM  I 
domestic  satellite  at  an  orbital  location  of 
128*  West  Longitude  In  lieu  of  136*  West 
Longitude. 

SSA-36— 75  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com¬ 
pany.  Petition  filed  by  RCA  Global  Com¬ 
munication.  Inc.  (as  trustee)  for  a  Com¬ 
mission  Order  to  relooate  the  WESTAB  n 
satellite  from  its  present  orbital  location 
of  123.5*  West  Longitude. 

404—  DSE-ML-76  Cities  Service  Oil  Com¬ 
pany  (WB99),  Gulf  of  Mexico.  Modifica¬ 
tion  of  license  for  shared  use  or  access  on 
a  nonprofit  sharing  of  cost  basis  of  Its 
Domestic  Satellite  Earth  Station  Facility* 
Cities  Service  Oil  Company  Is  currently 
utilising  three  circuits  of  the  twelve  cir¬ 
cuits  provided.  Requests  for  shared  use  of 
the  facility  are  from  other  oil  and  gas  com¬ 
panies  that  have  or  will  have  operations  In 
the  general  location  of  platform  A  323  on 
which  the  earth  station  facility  Is  located. 

405—  DSE-L-76  GTE  Satellite  Corporation 
(KA3X),  Paumalu,  Hawaii.  Application  for 
license  to  operate  the  Paumalu  I,  Hawaii 
earth  station  antenna  as  a  back-up  anten¬ 
na  In  American  Telephone  and  Telegraph 
Company/GTE  Satellite  Corporation’s 
domestic  satellite  system. 

254-CSG-ML-76  Communications  Satellite 
Corporation,  Hawaiian  Telephone  Com¬ 
pany,  ITT  World  Communications,  Inc., 


RCA  Global  Communications,  Inc.  A  West¬ 
ern  Union  International  (KA2I),  Paumalu, 
Hawaii  Application  for  modification  of 
Paumalu  L  Hawaii  earth  station  to  permit 
use  as  back-up  antenna  In  the  American 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company/GTE 
Satellite  Corporation’s  domestic  satellite 
system. 

4 06-  D6E-ML-7 6  Comsat  General  Corpora- 

x  tlon  (KB34) ,  Santa  Paula,  California. 

Modification  of  license  to  reflect  revised 
Interference  criteria  in  the  3700-4200 
MHZ.  band. 

407- DSE  ML-76  Comsat  General  Corpora¬ 
tion  ( WB36) ,  South  bury,  Connecticut. 
Modification  of  license  to  reflect  revised 
Interference  criteria  In  the  3700-4200 
MHz.  band. 

408- DSE-ML-76  Teleprompter  Corporation 
(KB50),  Eugene,  Oregon.  Modification  of 
license  to  permit  the  licensee  to  lease  to  a 
communications  common  carrier  an  exist¬ 
ing  channel  at  the  earth  station  that  is  not 
needed  for  present  use  by  the  licensee. 

409- DSE-P-76  Southwest  CATV,  Inc.,  Pharr, 
Texas.  For  authority  to  construct,  own 
and  operate  a  domestic  communications 
satellite  recelve-only  earth  station  at  this 
location.  Lat.  40'26'16'\  Long.  89*15’23". 
Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Emission 
36000F9.  Using  a  10  meter  antenna. 

410-  D6E— P-76  United  Video,  Inc.,  Minier, 
Illinois.  For  authority  to  construct,  own 
and  operate  a  domestic  communications 
satellite  receive-only  earth  station  at  this 
location.  Lat.  40*26'16".  Long.  89°16'23 ". 
Rec.  freq:  3700-4200  MHz.  Emission 
38Q00F9.  Using  a  10  meter  antenna. 

253-CSG-ML-76  Communications  Satellite 
Corporation  (WA27) ,  Clarksburg,  Mary- 

-  land.  Application  for  modification  of  li¬ 
cense— to  add  frequencies  5985-6008  and 
6074-6088  MHz.  (Emission  A0),  6083,  6086, 
6168  and  6166  MHz.  (Emission  AO,  30F9). 
6240  MHz.  (Emission  36000F0)  and  6305- 
6305.9  MHz.  (Emission  38F9). 

(FR  Doc.76-20461  Filed  7-14-76:8:45  am] 


[FCC  76-637] 

CABLE  TELEVISION  POLE 
ATTACHMENT  ISSUES 

Study  of  Jurisdictional  and  Economic 
Issues 

July  2, 1976. 

The  Commission  has  ordered  a  wide- 
ranging  staff  study  of  jurisdictional  and 
economic  issues  involved  ip  the  charges, 
terms  and  conditions  by  which  space  on 
telephone  and  other  utility  poles  is  leased 
to  cable  television  systems.  The  study  will 
be  conducted  by  the  Office  of  Plans  and 
Policy,  with  the  cooperation  of  other  bu¬ 
reaus  and  offices.  We  expect  to  to  be 
completed  within  several  months. 

Our  action  follows  the  recent  filing  by 
the  National  Cable  Television  Associa¬ 
tion  (NCTA)  of  a  “Request  for  Imme¬ 
diate  Commission  Action  in  Pending 
Proceeding,”  referring  ot  the  combined 
Dockets  16298,  16943  and  17098.  This 
proceeding  chiefly  concerns  the  question 
of  what  jurisdiction  the  Commission  pos¬ 
sesses,  if  any,  over  the  charges,  terms  and 
conditions  for  pole  line  attachments  and 
conduit  arrangements  as  between  cable 
television  operator  lessees  and  the  owners 
of  the  poles  and  conduits. 

In  a  Public  Notice  released  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1975,  containing  “pole  attachment 
formula”  described  as  an  aid  to  pole  lease 
negotiations  but  not  a  “formal  Commis¬ 


sion  rate  making  determination,”  we  em¬ 
phasized  that  “nothing  contained  herein 
should  be  deemed  a  final  Commission 
determination  respecting  pole  attach¬ 
ment  matters.”  Nor  is  the  action  taken 
today  any  such  final  determination  with 
respect  to  our  authority  over  telephone 
pole  and  conduit  arrangements.  We  are 
persuaded,  however,  after  careful  review 
of  the  pleadings  since  1970  in  the  pole 
attachment  proceeding,  that  die  present 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  47  U.S.C.  151  et  seq.  does  not 
give  us  authority  over  the  leasing  of  cable 
television  transmission  space  on  non- 
teleohone  utility  poles. 

We  expect  the  staff  study  to  examine 
not  only  the  questions  of  our  legal  au¬ 
thority  to  regulate  telephone  pole  at¬ 
tachment  and  conduit  arrangements  but 
also  the  economic  and  other  issues  said 
to  contribute  to  the  urgency  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  situation.  In  particular,  we  wish  to 
test  the  claim  of  petitioner  NCTA  that 
Commission  encouragement  of  private, 
voluntary  settlement  of  pole  attachment 
disputes  “regrettably  was  unsuccessful.’’ 
We  also  note  Chairman  Wiley’s  separate 
statement  welcoming  “the  input  and 
suggestions  of  not  only  the  state  (reg¬ 
ulatory)  bodies  but  of  the  concerned  in¬ 
dustries  and  general  public  as  welL”  Hie 
Chairman  also  has  announced  that, 
apart  from  the  staff  study,  he  plans  to 
invite  representatives  of  the  National 
Association  of  Regulatory  Utility  Com¬ 
missioners  to  meet  with  him  informally 
on  tiie  matter  of  utility  pole  rental 
charges. 

In  light  of  our  action  today  ordering  a 
staff  study  of  the  matters  raised  in  the 
NCTA  petition,  we  are  dismissing  that 
petition — and  the  several  comments  filed 
in  response  to  it — as  pleadings  in  the  for¬ 
mal  pole  attachment  proceeding,  but 
have  asked  the  staff  to  consider  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  these  documents  in  its  study. 

Action  by  the  Commission  July  1, 1976. 
Commissioners  Wiley  (Chairman),  Lee, 
Hooks,  QueTlo,  Washburn  and  Robinson 
with  Chairman  Wiley  issuing  a  separate 
statement;  Commissioner  Hooks  concur¬ 
ring;  Commissioner  Quello  concurring 
and  Issuing  a  statement. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  j.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Separate  Statement  of  Chairman  Richard  E. 

Wiley  in  re  Pole  Attachment  Matter 

The  Commission  has  decided  that  It  lacks 
authority  over  pole  rental  charges  assessed 
by  power  and  electric  utilities.  Where  state 
regulatory  bodies  also  disclaim  jurisdiction 
in  this  area,  cable  television  companies  may 
be  left  without  an  administrative  forum  In 
which  to  discuss  differences  which  arise  over 
such  charges.  In  my  opinion,  a  reasonable 
and  legally  sustainable  solution  to  this  di¬ 
lemma  should  be  found. 

As  I  see  It,  state  commissions  are  closer  to 
this  problem,  more  familiar  with  the  local 
vagaries  of  pole  construction  and  costs,  and 
possess  a  long-standing  regulatory  nexus  over 
the  utility  companies.  Their  expertise  and 
Judgment  would  be  of  great  benefit  In  resolv¬ 
ing  the  Issues  Involved  In  pole  rental  rela¬ 
tionships.  And  yet,  the  record  reflects  that 
very  few  state  authorities  have  ventured  Into 
this  admittedly  difficult  matter. 
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In  an  effort  to  ventilate  the  entire  ques¬ 
tion  of  regulatory  authority  over  utility  pole 
rental  chargee,  I  plan  to  Invite  representa¬ 
tives  of  the  National  Association  of  Regula¬ 
tory  Utility  Commissioners  to  meet  informal¬ 
ly  with  me  on  this  matter.  I  am  hopeful  that 
representatives  from  those  states  which  have 
asserted  Jurisdiction  over  pole  attachment 
arrangements  can  be  present  at  such  a  meet¬ 
ing  (or  series  of  meetings) .  This  effort,  I  be¬ 
lieve,  will  be  extremely  useful  in  gathering 
information  pertinent  to  the  Commission 
staff  study  which  we  also  are  announcing 
today.  In  connection  with  the  staff  study,  we 
would  welcome  the  input  and  suggestions  of 
not  only  the  state  bodies  but  of  concerned  in¬ 
dustries  and  general  public  as  well. 

All  in  all,  I  am  hopeful  that  the  data  which 
may  be  gleaned  from  our  staff  study,  and 
from  meetings  with  state  agency  representa¬ 
tives,  may  assist  the  Commission  and,  pos¬ 
sibly,  the  Congress  in  reaching  an  ultimate 
and  satisfactory  resolution  of  this  problem. 
Concurs ing  Statement  or  Commissioner 

James  H.  Quell©,  Re:  Jurisdiction  Over 

Cable  Television  Pole  Attachment  Rates 

While  I  concur  in  the  Commission's  actic  n 
on  cable  television  pole  attachments,  I  fear  it 
is  a  half-measure  at  best.  Approximately  60 
percent  of  the  poles  carrying  television  cable 
are  power  poles  rather  than  telephone  poles. 
Even  if  the  Commission  were  to  find,  as 
a  result  of  the  contemplated  staff  study,  that 
it  possessed  and  should  assert  Jurisdiction 
over  the  rental  to  cable  operators  of  com¬ 
munications  space  on  telephone  poles,  it 
could  have  nothing  to  say  about  the  rates 
charged  for  use  of  nontelephone  utility  poles. 

Since  power  company-owned  poles  may  be 
the  only  facilities  available  in  one  commu¬ 
nity,  or  may  alternate  with  telephone  poles  in 
another  community,  or  may  be  Jointly  owned, 
I  foresee  disparate  and  potentially  discrim¬ 
inatory  effects  on  cable  operators  and  the 
public  they  serve.  Both  cable  systems  and 
their  subscribers  depend  on  the  virtually 
monopolized  service  of  aerial  attachment 
of  trunk  lines.  If  the  service  is  over-priced, 
it  makes  no  practical  difference  who’s  in 
charge. 

If  the  Communications  Act  must  be  read  to 
distinguish  between  two  kinds  of  poles  per¬ 
forming  the  same  transmission  function  for 
the  Interstate  medium  of  oable  television, 
then  we  ought  seriously  to  consider  asking 
Congress  to  amend  the  Act.  Whether  the 
FCC  or  the  state  utility  commissions — or 
some  other  body  or  level  of  government — 
should  regulate  cable  pole  attachments  is 
less  important  than  the  power  to  attack  the 
problem  as  a  whole. 

Perhaps  the  staff  study  will  recommend 
such  a  legislative  solution.  Perhaps,  too. 
Chairman  Wiley’s  Informal  meetings  with 
state  regulatory  agencies  will  bear  fruit.  But 
both  of  these  processes  will  take  time,  and 
are  subject  to  delay  despite  the  best  of  in¬ 
tentions.  If  private  negotiations  between  pole 
lessors  and  lessees  already,  in  less  than  a 
year,  have  proven  unsuccessful,  they  are  not 
likely  to  be  enhanced  by  today’s  partial  re¬ 
treat  from  Jurisdiction.  Under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  the  Commission  should  expedite  the 
staff  study,  complete  its  decision  on  Jurisdic¬ 
tion  swiftly,  and  meanwhile  exercise  its  good 
offices  wherever  feasible  if  disputes  over  pole 
attachment  charges  and  conditions  threaten 
disruption  of  service  to  cable  television  sub¬ 
scribers. 

| PR  Doc.76-20641  Piled  7-16-76;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

.  [Docket  No.  76-38] 

ARRANGEMENTS  RELATING  TO  THE  USE 
.  OF  ISLA  GRANDE  MARINE  TERMINAL, 

SAN  JUAN,  PUERTO  RICO 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

Under  the  terms  of  an  agreement  en¬ 
titled  “AP-72-73-111”  dated  December 
26,  1972,  the  Puerto  Rico  Ports  Author¬ 
ity  (Port)  granted  Sea  train  Lines  of 
Puerto  Rico,  Inc.,  (Seatrain  P.R.)  pref¬ 
erential  berthing  rights  and  the  exclu¬ 
sive  use  of  certain  land  area  at  Isla 
Grande,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico  « Facil¬ 
ity).  Among  other  things,  this  agree¬ 
ment  (hereinafter  Seatrain  P.R.  Lease) 
provided  that  the  Port  would  retain  sec¬ 
ondary  berthing  rights  at  the  Facility 
when  it  was  not  being  used  by  Seatrain 
P.R.,  and  that  non -Sea train  P.R.  vessels 
calling  at  the  Facility  under  these  sec¬ 
ondary  berthing  rights  would  be  allowed 
to  cross  such  portions  of  the  exclusive 
use  area  as  were  designated  by  Seatrain 
P.R.  for  that  purpose.  This  agreement 
further  provided  that  the  container 
cranes  constructed  and  owned  by  Sea¬ 
train  P.R.  at  the  Facility  would,  upon  the 
Port’s  request,  be  operated  by  Seatrain 
P.R.  for  vessels  owned  or  operated  by  an¬ 
other  company  provided  that  such  use  by 
others  in  no  way  substantially  reduced 
the  capacity  and  efficiency  of  Seatrain 
P.R.’s  own  operations  at  the  Facility. 
While  the  Seatrain  PJt.  Lease  appears 
to  have  provided  for  activity  requiring 
Commission  approval  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  prior 
to  implementation,  it  has  never  been  filed 
with  this  Commission. 

The  Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico, 
through  an  Act  of  its  Legislative  As¬ 
sembly  approved  June  10,  1974,  created 
the  Puerto  Rico  Maritime  Shipping  Au¬ 
thority  (PRMSA) ,  a  nonstock  public 
corporation  authorized  to  acquire,  con¬ 
struct,  own,  operate  and  maintain  mari¬ 
time  shipping  lines  and  terminal  facili¬ 
ties. 

Under  terms  of  an  agreement  dated 
October  4, 1974,  and  entitled  ‘‘Agreement 
for  Lease  and  Purchase  of  Assets”  (As¬ 
sets  Agreement)  between  Seatrain  Lines, 
Inc.,  and  several  of  its  wholly-owned 
subsidiaries  on  the  one  hand  (hereinafter 
collectively  referred  to  as  Seatrain)  and 
PRMSA  on  the  other  hand,  PRMSA 
acquired  as  of  October  11,  1974,  certain 
marine  terminal  assets  from  Seatrain, 
which  consisted  of  the  assets,  equipment 
and  improvements  at  or  used  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  Seatrain’s  marine  terminal  fa¬ 
cilities  at  Isla  Grande,  San  Juan,  Puerto 
Rico.  We  are  of  information  and  belief 
that  the  marine  terminal  assets  so 
acquired  by  PRMSA  Included  Seatrain’s 
interest  in  the  two  container  cranes 
operated  by  Seatrain  at  the  Facility.  The 
Assets  Agreement  further  provides  that 
PRMSA  shall  have  arranged  for  an 
agreement  to  be  entered  into  between 
Seatrain  and  the  Port  providing  for  the 


termination  and  release  of  Seatrain  from 
any  liability  under  the  Seatrain  P.R. 
Lease. 

•  Under  the  terms  of  a  “Lease  Termina¬ 
tion  Agreement”  between  the  Port  and 
Seatrain  P.R.  dated  September  30,  1974, 
the  Port  released  and  relieved  Seatrain 
P.R.  of  all  of  its  obligations  and  liabilities 
arising  under  or  out  of  the  Seatrain  PJt. 
Lease,  including  any  duty  or  obligation 
to  make  or  complete  any  of  the  improve¬ 
ments  required  by  Article  III  of  the  Sea¬ 
train  P.R.  Lease.  The  Lease  Termination 
Agreement  specifically  provides  that  Sea¬ 
train  P.R.  will  retain  title  to  the  terminal 
assets  to  be  acquired  by  PRMSA  pursuant 
to  the  above-referenced  Assets  Agree¬ 
ment. 

We  are  of  information  and  belief  that, 
on  or  about  October  11,  1974,  PRMSA 
passed  a  resolution  and  transmitted  the 
resolution  to  the  Port  which  provided 
for  PRMSA’s  assumption  of  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  the  Seatrain  P.R. 
Lease.  Furthermore,  we  are  of  informa¬ 
tion  and  belief  that  PRMSA  then  oper¬ 
ated  at  the  Facility  pursuant  to  said 
resolution  for  an  undetermined  period  of 
time. 

By  agreement  dated  October  1,  1975, 
PRMSA  and  the  Port  entered  into  and 
effectuated  an  arrangement  providing 
for  PRMSA’s  preferential  berthing  rights 
and  the  sublease  of  certain  land  area  at 
the  Facility.  Among  other  things,  this 
agreement  provides  that  the  Port  will 
retain  secondary  berthing  rights  at  the 
Facility  when  it  is  not  being  used  by 
PRMSA,  and  non-PRMSA  vessels  calling 
at  the  Facility  under  these  secondary 
berthing  rights  will  be  allowed  to  cross 
such  portions  of  the  subleased  area  as 
are  designated  by  PRMSA  for  such  pur¬ 
pose.  However,  unlike  the  Seatrain  P.R. 
Lease,  this  agreement  does  not  contain 
any  provision  requiring  PRMSA  to  oper¬ 
ate  the  container  cranes  located  at  the 
Facility  for  the  vessels  of  other  carriers. 

On  May  17,  1976,  an  incomplete  copy 
of  the  above-referenced  October  1,  1975, 
agreement  between  PRMSA  and  the  Port 
was  submitted  to  the  Commission  bv  the 
Port. 

Under  letter  of  June  2,  1976,  the  Port 
was  advised  that  that  agreement  had 
been  received  and  assigned  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission  Agreement  No.  T-3308. 
This  letter  related  that,  while  initial  re¬ 
view  of  the  agreement  indicated  that  it 
appears  to  be  subject  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  the  Commission’s 
staff  could  not  proceed  with  processing 
the  agreement  for  Commission  action 
until  copies  of  an  “Exhibit  ‘A’  ”  referred 
to  in  the  agreement,  but  not  Included  in 
the  above  May  17,  1976,  submission,  and 
a  statement  justifying  the  need  for  Com¬ 
mission  approval  had  been  received.  This 
letter  Inquired  as  to  what  marine  termi¬ 
nal  arrangements  existed  between  the 
Port  and  PRMSA  for  the  period  from 
October,  1974  until  Agreement  No.  T- 
3308  was  signed,  and  further  advised  the 
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Port's  Executive  Director  as  to  the  stat¬ 
utory  provisions  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  relating  to  the  implementation  of 
agreements  requiring  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  prior  to  receiving  such  approval. 
The  letter  also-advised  that  the  Port  con¬ 
sider  an  immediate  amendment  to  the 
agreement  that  would  allow  use  of  the 
cranes  located  at  the  facility  by  sec¬ 
ondary  users,  since  it  appeared  unlikely 
that  the  agreement,  in  its  present  form, 
could  be  approved  without  a  hearing. 

As  of  this  date,  said  letter  of  June  2, 
1976,  has  not  been  acknowledged  nor  has 
the  above-referenced  Exhibit  “AM  been 
filed  to  make  the  copy  of  Agreement  No. 
T-3308  presently  before  the  Commission 
a  “true  copy”  as  required  by  section  15 
of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  for  Commis¬ 
sion  consideration  pursuant  to  said  Act. 

(  On  or  about  December  15,  1975,  an 
affiliate  of  Sea  train,  Sea  train  Gitmo, 
Inc.,  (Seatrain  Gitmo)  instituted  service 
as  a  common  carrier  by  water  in  the  U.S. 
Atlantic-Caribbean  trade  with  a  fort¬ 
nightly  containerized  service. 

Seatrain  Gitmo  advised  us  that  on  or 
about  the  date  of  the  institution  of  its 
service,  it  approached  PRMSA  in  an  at¬ 
tempt  to  share  one  of  the  several  berths 
that  PRMSA  utilizes  at  the  Isla  Grande 
Facility  and  to  enter  into  some  suitable 
form  of  crane  sharing.  Similar  applica¬ 
tion  allegedly  was  made  by  them  to  the 
Port  for  suitable  berthing  arrangements 
with  access  to  a  container  crane. 

Seatrain  Gitmo  advises  us  that  its  at¬ 
tempts  to  gain  access  to  the  facility  have 
so  far  been  unsuccessful  and,  as  a  result, 
its  ability  to  carry  cargo  in  this  trade  has 
been  severely  limited  because  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  berth  and  crane  restrictions.  Pres¬ 
ently,  Seatrain  Gitmo  advises  us  that  it 
is  only  able  to  utilize  a  berth  at  San  Juan 
adjacent  to  the  Facility,  where  crane 
service  is  provided  by  portable  truck 
cranes  which  are  only  capable  of  turn¬ 
around  times  substantially  in  excess  of 
those  possible  with  the  use  of  modern 
container  cranes.  However,  container 
cranes  exist  at  the  Isla  Grande  Facility 
currently  operated  by  PRMSA. 

The  Commission  has  a  continuing  duty 
to  scrutinize  activities  between  persons 
subject  to  its  jurisdiction  which  are  law¬ 
ful  solely  by  virtue  of  Commission  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  15  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916.  In  instances  where  two  parties 
subject  to  the  Commission’s  jurisdiction 
enter  into  arrangements  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  marine  terminal  facilities  which 
provide  for  activities  of  the  nature  enu¬ 
merated  under  section  15,  it  is  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  duty  to  insure  the  parties’  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  standards  mandated  by 
section  15. 

Similarly,  it  is  the  Commission’s  duty 
to  insure  that  persons  subject  to  its  juris¬ 
diction  neither  grant  any  undue  or  un¬ 
reasonable  preferences  or  advantages  to 
any  particular  person  or  subject  any  par¬ 
ticular  person  to  any  undue  or  unreason¬ 
able  prejudices  or  disadvantages  in  a 
manner  violative  of  section  16  First  of 
the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

On  the  basis  of  information  presently 
available  to  the  Commission,  it  appears 
that  between  December  26, 1972,  and  Sep- 
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tember  30,  1974,  Seatrain  PJt.  may  have 
been  operating  at  the  Facility  pursuant 
to  an  arrangement  entered  into  with  the 
Port  (Seatrain  P.R.  Lease)  which  has  not 
been  filed  for  Commission  action  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916.  While  it  also  appears  that  the  Sea¬ 
train  P.R.  Lease  may  have  provided  for 
activities  which  would  require  Commis¬ 
sion  approval  pursuant  to  section  15 
prior  to  implementation,  the  Seatrain 
P.R.  Lease  was  not  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  The  Seatrain  P.R.  Lease  was 
subsequently  amended  by  the  Lease  Ter¬ 
mination  Agreement,  which  was  neither 
filed  with  nor  approved  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  prior  to  its  implementation. 

On  the  basis  of  information  presently 
available  to  the  Commission,  it  appears 
that  since  on  or  about  October  11,  1974, 
PRMSA  may  have  been  operating  at  the 
Facility  pursuant  to  arrangements  en¬ 
tered  into  with  the  Port  which  have  not 
been  filed  in  complete  form  for  Commis¬ 
sion  action  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916.  While  it  also  appears 
that  these  arrangements  may  provide  for 
activities  which  would  require  Commis¬ 
sion  approval  pursuant  to  section  15 
prior  to  implementation,  these  arrange¬ 
ments  have  not  been  granted  any  such 
approval.  From  such  information,  it  fur¬ 
ther  appears  that  these  arrangements 
may  be  violative  of  the  standards  of  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  15  since  they  may 
be  unjustly  discriminatory  or  unfair  and 
may  control,  regulate,  prevent  or  de¬ 
stroy  competition  since  they  do  not  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  access  by  other  carriers, 
including  Seatrain  Gitmo,  to  the  con¬ 
tainer  cranes  located  at  the  Facility. 

In  addition,  from  such  information,  it 
appears  further  that  the  Port,  in  grant¬ 
ing  PRMSA  the  use  of  the  Facility,  may 
be  granting  PRMSA  undue  or  unreason¬ 
able  preferences  or  advantages  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  section  16  First  of  the  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  in  that  the  Port  did  not  con¬ 
dition  such  use  on  PRMSA  operating  its 
container  cranes  for  other  carriers,  in¬ 
cluding  Seatrain  Gitmo,  on  a  noninter¬ 
ference  basis  when  so  requested  by  the 
Port.  From  such  information,  it  appears 
further,  that  PRMSA,  in  not  operating 
the  container  cranes  at  the  Facility  for 
other  carriers,  including  Seatrain  Gitmo, 
on  a  noninterference  basis,  may  be  sub¬ 
jecting  other  carriers,  including  Seatraifi 
Gitmo,  to  undue  or  unreasonable  preju¬ 
dices  or  disadvantages  in  violation  of 
section  16  First  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916. 

Now,  therefore,  it  is  ordered,  that  pur¬ 
suant  to  sections  15,  16,  and  22  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  Seatrain  PJt., 
PRMSA  and  the  Port  be  named  respond¬ 
ents  in  this  proceeding; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  Seatrain 
P.R.  and  the  Port  show  cause  why  the 
Commission  should  not  find  the  Seatrain 
P.R.  Lease  to  be  subject  to  section  15, 
Shipping  Act,  1916; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  Seatrain 
P.R.  and  the  Port  show  cause  why  the 
Commission  should  not  find  them  to  have 
violated  section  15,  Shipping  Act,  1916, 
as  a  result  of  their  implementing  the 
Seatrain  T.R.  Lease  absent  prior  Com¬ 


mission  approval  pursuant  to  section  15, 
Shipping  Act,  1916; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  Seatrain 
PJt.  and  the  Port  show  cause  why  the 
Commission  should  not  find  the  Lease 
Termination  Agreement  to  be  subject  to 
section  15,  Shipping  Act,  1916,  by  virtue 
of  its  being  a  modification  of  an  agree¬ 
ment  subject  to  section  15  of  the  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916;  \ 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  Seatrain 
P.R.  and  the  Port  show  cause  why  the 
Commission  should  not  find  them  to  have 
been  in  violation  of  section  15,  Shipping 
Act,  1916,  as  a  result  of  their  having  im¬ 
plemented  the  Lease  Termination  Agree¬ 
ment  absent  prior  Commission  approval 
pursuant  to  section  15,  Shipping  Act, 
1916; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  PRMSA  and 
the  Port  show  cause  why  the  Commission 
should  not  find  their  present  and  previ¬ 
ous  arrangements  for  PRMSA’s  use  and 
operation  of  the  Isla  Grande  Marine 
Terminal,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico,  to  be 
subject  to  section  15,  Shipping  Act,  1916; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  PRMSA  and 
the  Port  show  cause  why  the  Commission 
should  not  find  them  to  be  or  to  have  been 
in  violation  of  section  15,  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  as  a  result  of  their  having  imple¬ 
mented  or  continuing  implementation  of 
their  present  and  previous  arrangements 
for  PRMSA’s  use  and  operation  of  the 
Isla  Grande  Marine  Termination,  San 
Juan,  Puerto  Rico  absent  prior  Commis¬ 
sion  approval  pursuant  to  section  15  of 
the  Shipping  Act,  1916; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  PRMSA  and 
the  Port  show  cause  why  they  should  not 
immediately  be  ordered  to  cease  and  de¬ 
sist  from  implementing  their  present  ar¬ 
rangements  for  PRMSA’s  use  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  Isla  Grande  Marine  Termi¬ 
nation,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico  until  said 
arrangements  have  been  filed  in  com¬ 
plete  form  with  and  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  section  15, 
Shipping  Act,  1916; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  the  Port 
ghow  cause  why  the  Commission  should 
not  find  it  in  violation  of  section  16. 
First,  Shipping  Act,  1916,  for  having 
granted  PRMSA  an  undue  or  unreason¬ 
able  preference  or  advantage  by  not  hav¬ 
ing  conditioned  such  use  of  the  Facility 
on  PRMSA  operating  its  container 
cranes  located  at  the  Facility  for  other 
carriers,  including  Seatrain  Gitmo,  on  a 
noninterference  basis  when  so  requested 
by  the  Port; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  PRMSA 
show  cause  why  the  Commission  should 
not  find  it  in  violation  of  section  16  First, 
Shipping  Act,  1916,  for  subjecting  other 
carriers,  including  Seatrain  Gitmo,  to  an 
undue  or  unreasonable  prejudice  or  dis¬ 
advantage  through  its  failure  to  operate 
the  container  cranes  located  on  the 
Facility  for  said  carriers  on  a  noninter¬ 
ference  basis; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  limited  to  submission  of  affi¬ 
davits  of  fact  and  memoranda  of  law, 
and  replies  thereto.  Should  any  party 
feel  that  an  evidentiary  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  that  party  must  accompany  any 
request  for  such  hearing  with  a  state¬ 
ment  setting  forth  in  detail  the  facts 
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to  be  proven,  their  relevance  to  the  issues 
in  this  proceeding,  a  description  of  the 
evidence  which  would  be  adduced  to 
prove  those  facts,  and  why  such  proof 
cannot  be  submitted  through  affidavit. 
Requests  for  hearing  shall  be  filed  on  or 
before  August  11,  1976.  Affidavits  of  fact 
and  memoranda  of  law  shall  be  filed  by 
respondents  and  served  upon  all  parties 
no  later  than  the  close  of  business  July 
26,  1976. 

Reply  affidavits  and  memoranda  shall 
be  filed  by  the  Commission’s  Bureau  of 
Hearing  Counsel  and  intervenors,  if  any, 
no  later  than  close  of  business  August  9, 
1976. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  notice  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  that  a  copy  thereof  be 
served  upon  the  respondents; 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  persons 
other  than  those  already  party  to  this 
proceeding  who  desire  to  become  parties 
and  participate  herein  shall  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  pursuant  to  Rule  6(1) 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (46  CFR  502.72)  norlater  than 
close  of  business  July  23,  1976;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  all  docu¬ 
ments  submitted  by  any  party  of  record 
in  this  proceeding  shall  be  directed  to 
the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20573,  in  an  original  and  15 
copies,  as  well  as  being  mailed  directly 
to  all  parties  of  record. 

'  By  the  Commission. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-20601  Piled  7-15-76:8:46  am] 


HOLT  HAULING  AND  WAREHOUSING 
SYSTEM.  INC.  ET  AL 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  July  26,  1976. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear  and 
concise  statement  of  the  matters  upon 
which  they  desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An 
allegation  of  discrimination  or  unfair¬ 
ness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement 
describing  the  discrimination  or  unfair¬ 
ness  with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of 
the  Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of 
the  United  States  is  alleged,  the  state¬ 
ment  shall  set  forth  with  particularity 
the  acts  and  circumstances  said  to  con¬ 
stitute  such  violation  or  detriment  to 
commerce. 


A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter)  and 
the  statement  should  indicate  that  this 
has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Amy  Loeserman  Klein,  Galland,  Kharasch, 

Cal  Rina  Ac  Brown,  Canal  Square,  1064 

Thirty-First  Street,  NW.,  Washington. 

D.C.  20007. 

Agreement  No.  T-3323,  between  Holt 
Hauling  and  Warehousing  System,  Inc., 
<  Holt) ,  Pierpoint  Management  Company 
(Pier point)  and  Retla  Steamship  Com¬ 
pany  (Retla) ;  is  a  renewable  seven-year 
lease  agreement  and  related  security 
agreement.  Agreement  No.  T-3323  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  construction  and  improve¬ 
ment  of  a  premises  in  Gloucester  City, 
New  Jersey,  by  Holt  with  funds  from  a 
loan  obtained  from  Pierpoint  and  Retla 
according  to  terms  and  conditions  set 
forth  in  the  Agreement.  The  premises 
are  to  be  used  by  Pierpoint  as  a  public 
facility  and  marine  terminal  for  the 
loading  and  discharging  of  vessels.  As 
compensation,  Pierpoint  shall  pay  as 
rental  base  rental  with  a  guaranteed 
minimum  of  $300,000  per  lease  year  and 
overage  rental  as  set  forth  in  Agree¬ 
ment. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  July  13,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.76  20598  Filed  7-15-78:8:45  am] 


NORTH  EUROPE  U.S.  PACIFIC  FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE 

Modification  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  August  9,  1976. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination  or 
unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a 
violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularly  the  acts  and  circumstances  said 
to  constitute  such  violation  or  detriment 
to  commerce. 


A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by : 

David  C.  Nolan,  Esquire, 

Graham  &  James, 

One  Maritime  Plaza, 

San  Francisco,  California  9411.1. 

Agreement  No.  93-14,  among  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  above  conference:  (1)  adds 
intermodal  traffic  from  the  Republic  of 
Ireland  to  the  scope  of  the  agreement,  (2) 
adds  port  area  points  on  the  Pacific  Coast 
of  the  United  States  to  the  scope  of  the 
Agreement  and  (3)  requires  any  common 
carrier  who  is  a  conference  member  or 
who  becomes  one  to  transport  a  minimum 
of  1500  weight  tons  in  any  three  month 
period  to  remain  a  member. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  July  13,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc .76-20597  FUed  7-15-76:8:46  am] 


PRUDENTIAL  LINES,  INC.  AND 
LYKES  STEAMSHIP  CO.,  INC. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW  , 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  August  9,  1976. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear  and 
concise  statement  of  the  matters  upon 
which  they  desire  to  adduce  evidence.  An 
allegation  of  discrimination  or  unfairness 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  de¬ 
scribing  the  discrimination  or  unfairness 
with  particularity.  If  a  violation  of  the 
Act  or  detriment  to  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  is  alleged,  the  statement 
shall  set  forth  with  particularly  the  acts 
and  circumstances  said  to  constitute  such 
violation  or  detriment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter)  and 
the  statement  should  indicate  that  this 
has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by : 

Leslie  Alan  Glick,  Esquire, 

Bowman  &  Conner, 

1055  Thomas  Jefferson  Street,  NW, 

Washington,  D.C.  20007. 
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NOTICES 


Agreement  No.  10249  is  an  agreement 
between  Prudential  Lines,  Inc.  (PLI) ,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Lykes  Bros.  Steam¬ 
ship  Co.,  Inc.  (LYKES),  on  the  other, 
whereby  PLI  agrees  to  limit  its  applica¬ 
tion  before  the  Maritime  Administration 
to  expand  its  subsidized  service  outbound 
from  United  States  South  Atlantic  ports 
to  ports  on  the  coast  of  North  Africa  to 
a  maximum  of  18  sailings  annually  and 
Lykes  agrees  to  withdraw  its  protest  to 
PLI’s  application,  subject  to  its  being  so 
amended  and  subject  to  approval  of  this 
Agreement. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  July  13,  1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-20596  Filed  7-16-76:8:45  am] 


|  Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  1526] 

SEAWAYS  FORWARDING  CO.,  INC. 

Order  of  Revocation 

By  letter  dated  May  26,  1976,  Mr. 
Andre  Marsella,  President,  Seaways  For¬ 
warding  Co.,  Inc.,  305  South  Street,  New¬ 
ark,  New  Jersey  07114,  was  advised  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  that 
Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  1526  would  be  automatically 
revoked  or  suspended  unless  a  valid  sure¬ 
ty  bond  was  filed  with  the  Commission  on 
or  before  June  24,  1976. 

Section  44(c),  Shipping  Act,  1916,  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  independent  ocean  freight 
forwarder  license  shall  remain  in  force 
unless  a  valid  bond  is  in  effect  and  on 
file  with  the  Commission.  Rule  510.9  of 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  General 
Order  4,  further  provides  that  a  license 
will  be  automatically  revoked  or  sus¬ 
pended  for  failure  of  a  licensee  to  main¬ 
tain  a  valid  bond  on  file. 

Seaways  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc.,  has 
failed  to  furnish  a  valid  surety  bond. 

By  virtue  of  authority  vested  in  me  by 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  as  set 
forth  in  Manual  of  Orders,  Commission 
Order  No.  201.1  (Revised)  Section  5.01 
(c)  dated  June  30,  1975; 

It  is  ordered,  that  Independent  Ocean 
Freight  Forwarder  License  No.  1526  is¬ 
sued  to  Seaways  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc., 
be  returned  to  the  Commission  for  can¬ 
cellation. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 
1526  be  and  is  hereby  revoked  effective 
June  24, 1976. 

It  is  further  ordered,  that  a  copy  of 
this  Order  by  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  served  upon  Seaways  For¬ 
warding  Company.  Inc. 

Leroy  F.  Fuller, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Certification  and  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.76-20600  Filed  7-1 5-76; 8: 45  am] 


TRANS  PACIFIC  FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 

(HONG  KONG)  £T  AL  AND  NEW  YORK 

FREIGHT  BUREAU  ET  AL 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  August  9,  1976. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination  or 
unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and' the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  by: 

Charles  F.  Warren,  Esq.,  1100  Connecticut 

Avenue,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  10251  would  permit  the 
Trans-Pacific  Freight  Conference  (Hong 
Kong)  and  various  of  its  non-conference 
competitors  party  to  Agreement  10107, 
and  the  New  York  Freight  Bureau  and 
various  of  its  non-conference  competitors 
party  to  Agreement  10108,  Jointly,  to 
“•  •  •  discuss  the  rates  to  be  charged 
for  the  transportation  of  cargo,  including 
the  rules  and  regulations  governing  such 
rates,  as  well  as  such  other  matters  of 
mutual  interest  •  •  •  permitted  under 
(Agreements  10107  and  10108)  •  •  • 
from  all  ports  of  origin  which  shall  •  •  • 
be  common  to  the  scope  of  Agreements 
Nos.  10107  and  10108;”.  Further.  “•  •  • 
joint  action  taken  hereunder  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  only  by  a  concurrence  of  the 
parties  to  Agreement  No.  10107,  acting 
as  a  group,  and  the  parties  to  Agreement 
No.  10108,  acting  as  a  group,  each  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  •  •  • 
prescribed  by  its  respective  Agreement 
•  •  •  Nothing  herein  shall  preclude 
either  the  parties  to  Agreement  No. 
10107  or  the  parties  to  Agreement  No. 


10108  from  taking  any  action  without  the 
concurrence  of  the  other.” 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  July  13, 1976. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20599  Filed  7-15-76;8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

COLONIAL  BANCORP,  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Colonial  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Waterbury, 
Connecticut,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
section  1842(a)(3)  to  acquire  100  per 
cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  The  Plain- 
ville  Trust  Company,  Plainville,  Con¬ 
necticut.  The  factors  that  are  considered 
in  acting  on  the  application  are  set  forth 
in  Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(c)).  • 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ- 
inp  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received  not  later 
than  August  10, 1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  12, 1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

( FR  Doc.76-20545  Filed  7-15-76; 8: 45  am] 


COLONIAL  BANCORP.  INC. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

Colonial  Bancorp,  Inc.,  Waterbury, 
Connecticut,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  UJ3.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per  cent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  the  successor  by 
merger  to  Constitution  Bank  and  Trust 
Company,  Hartford,  Connecticut.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  Section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Govem- 
nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  August  10,  1970: 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  July  12,  1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.76-20546  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 
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COLUMBIA  HOLDING  CORP. 

Order  Denying  Formation  of  Bank  Holding 
Company 

Columbia  Holding  Corp.,  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3(a)  (1)  of  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(1) 
of  formation  of  a  bank  holding  company 
through  the  acquisition  of  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Columbia 
National  Bank  of  Chicago,  Chicago,  Illi¬ 
nois  (“Bank”). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  submit 
comments  and  views,  has  been  given  in 
accordance  with  section  3(b)  of  the  Act. 
The  time  for  filing  comments  and  views 
has  expired,  and  the  Board  has  consid¬ 
ered  the  application  and  all  comments 
received  in  light  of  the  factors  set  forth 
in  section  3<c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

Applicant  is  a  nonoperating  corpora¬ 
tion  recently  organized  for  the  purpose 
of  becoming  a  bank  holding  company 
through  the  acquisition  of  Bank  ($55.2 
million  in  deposits.’  Bank  ranks  154th 
among  the  banking  organizations  in  Illi¬ 
nois  and  holds  approximately  .1  percent 
of  the  total  deposits  held  by  commercial 
banks  in  the  State.  Bank,  located  approx¬ 
imately  10  miles  northwest  of  downtown 
Chicago,  is  the  101st  largest  of  the  292 
commercial  banks  operating  in  the  Chi¬ 
cago  banking  market1  (the  relevant 
banking  market)  with  approximately  .13 
percent  of  market  deposits.  Inasmuch  as 
the  subject  proposal  represents  a  re¬ 
structuring  of  existing  ownership  inter¬ 
ests  in  Bank  and  since  Applicant  has  no 
present  subsidiaries,  consummation  of 
the  proposal  herein  would  have  no  ad¬ 
verse  effects  on  existing  or  potential 
competition. 

Principals  of  Applicant  are  also  princi¬ 
pals  in  Mid-Town  Bank  of  Chicago,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  (“Mid-Town  Bank”) .  Mid- 
Town  Bank  (deposits  of  $6.4  million) 
ranks  as  the  273rd  largest  bank  in  the 
relevant  banking  market  with  .02  per¬ 
cent  of  total  market  deposits.  In  view  of 
the  relatively  small  size  of  the  two  banks, 
the  fact  that  their  offices  are  six  miles 
apart,  and  the  large  number  of  competi¬ 
tors  in  the  market,  it  appears  that  there 
is  no  significant  competition  between 
Mid -Town  Bank  and  Bank.  Accordingly, 
based  on  the  foregoing  and  other  facts 
of  record,  the  Board  concludes  that  com¬ 
petitive  considerations  are  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  application. 

The  Board  has  indicated  on  a  number 
of  occasions  that  it  believes  that  a  hold¬ 
ing  company  should  serve  as  a  source 
of  financial  and  managerial  strength  to 
its  subsidiary  bank(s)  and  that  the 
Board  will  closely  examine  the  condition 
of  an  applicant  in  each  case  with  this 
consideration  in  mind.  While  the  Board 
considers  the  managerial  resources  of 
Applicant  and  Bank  as  satisfactory,  the 
Board  is  concerned  with  the  high  level 


1  All  banking  data  are  as  of  June  30,  1976. 

*  The  Chicago  banking  market  Is  approxi¬ 
mated  by  Cook  County,  DuPage  County  and 
portions  of  Lake  County. 


of  debt  that  will  result  in  connection  with 
the  consummation  of  this  proposal.  Ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  incur  a  debt  of  $3.0 
million  *  that  Applicant  intends  to  service 
over  a  twelve-year  period  primarily 
through  dividends  from  Bank  and 
through  tax  savings  resulting  from  filing 
consolidated  tax  returns.  Based  on  the 
facts  or  record,  the  Board  is  unable  to 
conclude  that  the  proposal  would  pro¬ 
vide  Applicant  with  the  necessary  finan¬ 
cial  flexibility  to  service  its  debt  while 
maintaining  adequate  capital  levels  at 
Bank.  In  this  connection,  it  is  noted  that 
Bank’s  capital  is  marginally  acceptable 
at  the  present  time,  and  this  position  has 
been  attained  through  the  retention  of 
100  percent  of  Bank’s  earnings  since  it 
opened  for  business  in  1964.  Even  though 
Applicant  contemplates  providing  Bank 
with  $300,000  in  equity  capital  upon  con¬ 
summation  of  the  proposal.  Bank’s  capi¬ 
tal  would  remain  only  marginally  accept¬ 
able  throughout  the  debt  retirement  pe¬ 
riod,  assuming  Applicant’s  projections 
are  accurate,  as  a  result  of  the  sizeable 
dividends  that  will  be  taken  from  Bank 
in  order  to  service  Applicant’s  debt. 

The  Board  is  also  concerned  about  the 
narrow  margin  for  error  in  Applicant’s 
projections,  since  a  deviation  from  those 
estimates  in  the  future  would  further 
weaken  Bank’s  capital  and  lessen  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  ability  to  serve  as  a  source  of 
financial  strength.  Applicant  has  pro¬ 
jected  that  Bank’s  earnings,  as  a  per¬ 
centage  of  assets,  would  equal  1.05  per 
cent.  However,  only  in  1975  did  Bank’s 
earnings  exceed  this  figure  and  for  each 
of  the  four  previous  years  Bank  earned 
between  .3  and  .9  per  cent  on  its  assets. 
Thus,  Bank  does  not  have  a  proven  rec¬ 
ord  of  earnings  to  support  Applicant’s 
somewhat  optimistic  projections.  Simi¬ 
larly,  Applicant’s  projections  in  regard  to 
Bank’s  asset  growth  are  not  supported  by 
Bank’s  actual  growth  experience. 

Furthermore,  as  indicated  in  footnote 
3  supra,  the  instant  proposal  contem¬ 
plates  a  transaction  whereby  the  deben¬ 
ture  holders  of  Bank  will  be  exchanging 
debentures  aggregating  $600,000,  bearing 
interest  at  5.5  and  7.0  per  cent,  respec¬ 
tively,  for  approximately  $1.1  million  in 
Applicant's  debentures,  bearing  Interest 
at  10  per  cent.  As  a  consequence  of  this 
proposal.  Bank’s  debenture  holders  will 
receive  approximately  $110,000  in  interest 
annually  on  Applicant’s  debentures 
whereas  they  presently  receive  $37,500  in 
interest  on  Bank’s  debentures.  The  Board 
considers  this  additional  financial  bur¬ 
den  on  Applicant  to  be  further  evidence 
that  Applicant’s  proposal  does  not  per¬ 
mit  Applicant  to  be  a  source  of  financial 
strength  to  Bank.  Accordingly,  the  Board 
is  of  the  view  that  Applicant’s  proposal, 


*  Applicant  propose  to  exchange  its  shares 
of  stock  and  $2.7  million  of  its  10  percent 
debentures  for  all  of  the  stock  of  Bank  and 
$600  thousand  of  Bank’s  debentures  ($300 
thousand  of  which  bears  interest  at  6.6  per¬ 
cent,  and  the  remainder  of  whioh  bears  inter¬ 
est  at  7  percent).  Bank’s  debentures  would 
be  converted  to  equity  capital  in  connection 
with  this  exchange.  Applicant  also  proposes 
to  borrow  an  additional  $300  thousand  to 
supplement  Bank’s  equity  capital. 


as  presently  structured,  does  not  pro¬ 
vide  Applicant  with  the  financial  flexi¬ 
bility  necessary  to  service  its  debt,  main¬ 
tain  Bank’s  capital  at  acceptable  levels, 
and  to  provide  for  any  unforeseen  prob¬ 
lems  that  might  arise  at  Bank.  Therefore, 
the  Board  views  the  debt  to  be  incurred 
by  Applicant  as  a  significantly  adverse 
factor  in  the  consideration  of  this  pro¬ 
posal  and  finds  that  the  considerations 
relating  to  financial  resources  and  future 
prospects  weigh  against  approval  of  the 
application. 

The  proposed  formation  represents 
merely  a  restructuring  of  the  ownership 
of  Bank  with  no  changes  in  Bank’s  oper¬ 
ations  or  the  services  offered  to  cus¬ 
tomers.  Thus,  considerations  relating  to 
the  convenience  and  needs  of  the  com¬ 
munity  to  be  served  lend  no  weight  to¬ 
ward  approval  of  the  application. 

On  the  basis  of  all  the  circumstances 
concerning  this  application,  the  Board 
concludes  that  the  banking  considera¬ 
tions  involved  in  this  proposal  present 
adverse  factors  bearing  upon  the  finan¬ 
cial  condition  and  future  prospects  of 
both  Applicant  and  Bank.  Such  adverse 
factors  are  not  outweighed  by  any  pro- 
competitive  effects  or  by  benefits  which 
would  result  in  serving  the  convenience 
and  needs  of  the  community.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  the  Board’s  judgment  that  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application  would  not  be  in 
the  public  interest  and  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  should  be,  and  hereby  is,  denied 
for  the  reasons  summarized  above. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.* 
effective  July  9,  1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.76-20547  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  am  | 


FIRST  MISSOURI  BANKS,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  First 
Missouri  Insurance  Group 

First  /Missouri  Banks,  Inc.,  Creve 
Coeur,  Missouri  (formerly  First  Banc 
Group,  Inc.),  a  bank  holding  company 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval,  under  section  4(c)  (8) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(2)),  to  acquire  all  of 
the  voting  shares  of  First  Missouri  In¬ 
surance  Group  (“Company”),  Phoenix, 
Arizona,  a  company  that  would  engage 
de  novo  in  the  activity  of  underwriting, 
as  reinsurer,  credit  life  and  credit  acci¬ 
dent  and  health  (disability)  insurance 
directly  related  to  extensions  of  credit  by 
Applicant’s  subsidiary  banks.  Such  activ¬ 
ity  has  been  determined  by  the  Board  to 
be  closely  related  to  banking  (12  CFR 
225.4(a)  (10)). 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording  op¬ 
portunity  for  interested  persons  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  and  views  on  the  public 
interest  factors,  has  been  duly  published 
(41  Federal  Register  20929  (1976) ) .  The 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
Gardner  and  Governors  Coldwell,  Jackson, 
Partee,  and  Lilly.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Chairman  Burns  and  Governor  Walllch. 
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time  for  filing  comments  and  views  has 
expired,  and  the  Board  has  considered 
the  application  and  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  the  light  of  the  public  interest 
factors  set  forth  in  section  4(c)  (8)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(0  (8) ) . 

Applicant,  the  nineteenth  largest 
banking  organization  in  Missouri,  con¬ 
trols  six  subsidiary  banks  with  aggregate 
deposits  of  approximately  $108  million, 
representing  about  0.7  per  cent  of  the  to¬ 
tal  deposits  in  commercial  banks  in  the 
State.1  Applicant  also  engages,  through 
nonbank  subsidiaries,  in  data  processing 
and  insurance  agency  activities. 

Company  will  engage  de  novo  in  the 
activity  of  underwriting,  as  reinsurer, 
credit  life  and  credit  accident  and  health 
insurance  directly  related  to  extensions 
of  credit  by  Applicant's  subsidiary  banks. 
Company  will  be  formed  as  an  Arizona 
insurance  corporation  and  will  be  quali¬ 
fied  to  underwrite  insurance  directly 
only  in  Arizona.  Accordingly,  the  insur¬ 
ance  Sold  by  Applicant’s  subsidiary  banks 
will  be  directly  underwritten  by  an  un¬ 
affiliated  insurance  company  qualified 
to  do  business  in  Missouri,  and  will  there¬ 
after  be  assigned  or  ceded  to  Company 
under  a  reinsurance  agreement.  Since 
this  proposal  involves  a  de  novo  acquisi¬ 
tion,  consummation  of  the  transaction 
would  not  have  any  adverse  effects  on 
existing  or  potential  competition  in  any 
relevant  market. 

Credit  life  and  credit  accident  and 
health  insurance  is  generally  made  avail¬ 
able  by  banks  and  other  lenders  and  is 
designed  to  assure  repayment  of  a  loan 
in  the  event  of  death  or  disability  of  the 
borrower.  In  connection  with  its  addition 
of  the  underwriting  of  such  insurance  to 
the  list  of  permissible  activities  for  bank 
holding  companies,  the  Board  stated : 

To  assure  that  engaging  in  the  underwrit¬ 
ing  of  credit  life  and  credit  aacident  and 
health  insurance  can  reasonably  be  expected 
to  be  in  the  public  interest,  the  Board  will 
only  approve  applications  in  which  an  appli¬ 
cant  demonstrates  that  approval  will  benefit 
the  consumer  or  result  in  other  public  bene¬ 
fits.  Normally,  such  a  showing  would  be  made 
by  a  projected  reduction  in  rates  or  Increase 
in  policy  benefits  due  to  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  performance  of  this  service.  [12  CFR 
229.4(a)  (10)  n.  7] 

Applicant  has  stated  that  followring 
consummation  of  the  acquisition.  Com¬ 
pany  will  offer  at  reduced  premiums  the 
several  types  of  credit  insurance  policies 
that  it  will  reinsure.  Company  will  offer 
credit  life  insurance  at  premium  rates 
15  per  cent  below  those  presently  being 
Charged  by  Applicant's  banking  sub¬ 
sidiaries.  Applicant  also  proposes  that 
Company  will  offer  credit  accident  and 
health  insurance  at  premium  rates  which 
are  at  least  5  f>er  cent  below  those 
presently  being  charged  by  Applicant’s 
banking  subsidiaries.  The  Board  is  of  the 
view  that  the  reductions  In.  insurance 
premiums  that  Applicant  proposes  to 


1  All  banking  data  are  as  of  December  31, 
1875. 


establish  are,  and  will  continue  to  be.  in 
the  public  interest. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing  and  other 
considerations  reflected  in  the  record, 
including  a  commitment  by  Applicant  to 
maintain  on  a  continuing  basis  the  public 
benefits  wThich  the  Board  has  found  to 
be  reasonably7  expected  to.  result  from 
this  proposal  and  upon  which  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  this  proposal  is  based,  the 
Board  has  determined  that  the  balance 
of  the  public  interest  factors  the  Board  is 
required  to  consider  under  5  4(c)  (8)  is 
favorable.  Accordingly,  the  application 
is  hereby  approved.  This  determination 
is  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
section  225.4(c)  of  Regulation  Y  and  to 
the  Board’s  authority  to  require  such 
modification  or  termination  of  the  activ¬ 
ities  of  a  holding  company  or  any  of  its 
subsidiaries  as  the  Board  finds  necessary 
to  assure  compliance  with  the  provisions 
and  purposes  of  the  Act  and  the  Board’s 
regulations  and  orders  issued  thereunder, 
or  to  prevent  evasion  thereof. 

The  transaction  shall  be  made  not 
later  than  three  months  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  Order,  unless  such  period 
is  extended  for  good  cause  by  the  Board 
or  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St. 
Louis. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,’ 
effective  July  12,  1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-20549  Filed  7-16-76;8:45  am) 


FIRST  NATIONAL  CINCINNATI  CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Banks 

First  National  Cincinnati  Corporation, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  has  applied  in  two  sepa¬ 
rate  applications  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a) 
(3) )  to  acquire  all  of  the  voting  shares 
(less  directors’  qualifying  shares)  of  the 
successors  by  acquisition  to  (1)  The 
First  National  Bank  of  Ironton,  Ironton, 
Ohio,  and  (2)  The  First  National  Bank 
&  Trust  Company,  Troy,  Ohio.  The  fac¬ 
tors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
applications  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ) . 

The  applications  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleve¬ 
land.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  applications  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received 
not  later  than  August  2, 1976. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  July  9, 1976. 

J.  P.  Garbarini, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.76-20548  FUed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


*  Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
Gardner  and  Governors  Coldwell,  Partee  and 
Lilly.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Chairman 
Burns  and  Governors  Walllch  and  Jackson. 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[337-TA-27J 

CHICORY  ROOT:  CRUDE  AND  PREPARED 

Investigation 

A  complaint  was  filed  with  the  United 
States  International  Trade  Commission 
on  June  11, 1976,  under  section  337  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  on  behalf 
of  R.  E.  Schanzer  Corporation,  602-16 
South  Peters  Street,  New  Orleans,  Louisi¬ 
ana  70130  (complainant),  alleging  that 
there  exist  unfair  methods  of  competi¬ 
tion  and  unfair  acts  in  the  importation 
of  crude  and/or  prepared  chicory  root 
into  the  United  States,  or  in  its  sale,  by 
reason  of  (1)  a  combination  or  conspir¬ 
acy  or  an  attempt  to  restrain  or  monopo¬ 
lize  trade  and  commerce  in  the  United 
States;  (2)  a  systematic  effort  to  import  - 
or  sell  prepared  chicory  root  at  less  than 
market  or  wholesale  prices  in  other  coun¬ 
tries;  (3)  a  discrimination  in  prices  be¬ 
tween  purchasers  or  a  discrimination  in 
prices  against  complainant;  (4)  a  sys¬ 
tematic  effort  to  form  joint  ventures  and 
acquire  direct  or  indirect  control  of  com¬ 
plainant;  (5)  a  systematic  effort  to  sell 
prepared  chicory  at  less  than  Its  fair 
value  or  below  its  cost  of  production;  and 
(6)  a  refusal  to  deal.  Complainant  fur¬ 
ther  alleges  that  the  effect  or  tendency  of 
one  or  more  of  the  alleged  unfair  meth¬ 
ods  of  competition  and  unfair  acts  is  to 
destroy  or  substantially  injure  an  effi¬ 
ciently  and  economically  operated  U.S. 
chicory  root  processing  industry;  to  re¬ 
strain  or  monopolize  trade  and  commerce 
in  the  United  States  pertaining  to  the 
processing  and  sale  of  crude  or  prepared 
chicory  root;  or  to  prevent  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  U.S.  crude  chicory  industry. 
The  complainant  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  issue  both  a  temporary  and  a 
permanent  exclusion  order  against  the 
offending  prepared  chicory  root  or  that 
it  issue  a  cease  and  desist  order  to  each 
person  involved  in  the  unfair  methods  or 
acts  complained  of.  In  addition,  the  com¬ 
plainant  requests  that  the  Commission 
expedite  its  investigation  and  grant  im¬ 
mediate  relief  in  the  form  of  a  temporary 
exclusion  order  no  later  than  August  15, 
1976. 

Having  considered  the  complaint,  the 
United  States  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission  on  July  8,  1976,  Ordered — 

1.  That  pursuant  to  subsection  (b)  of 
section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  1337),  an  investiga¬ 
tion  be  instituted  to  determine  whether, 
on  the  basis  of  the  allegations  set  forth 
in  the  complaint,  there  is  a  violation  of 
this  section  by  reason  of  unfair  methods 
of  competition  and  unfair  acts  in  the  im¬ 
portation  of  the  aforementioned  crude 
or  prepared  chicory  root  into  the  United 
States,  or  in  its  sale. 

2.  That,  for  the  purpose  of  the  investi¬ 
gation  so  instituted, 

Alain  Leroux, 

Orchles  (Nord) ,  France. 

Chicoree  Leroux, 

Orchies  (Nord) ,  Franc*. 
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Cichorei  De  Beukelaar, 

Leyastraat  24-26, 

B-2000  Antwerp,  Belgium. 

Rollmpex, 

Foreign  Trade  Enterprise, 

Al.  Jerozollmskmte  44, 

00-024  Warsaw,  Poland. 

which  are  alleged  to  have  engaged  in  or 
to  be  engaging  in  the  unfair  methods  of 
competition  and  unfair  acts  complained 
of,  are  hereby  named  as  respondents  up¬ 
on  whom  the  complaint  and  this  notice 
are  to  be  served. 

3.  That,  for  the  purposes  of  the  inves¬ 
tigation  so  instituted,  Myron  R.  Renick, 
United  States  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission,  701  E  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20436,  is  hereby  appointed  as  Presid¬ 
ing  Officer. 

4.  That,  for  purposes  of  the  investiga¬ 
tion  so  instituted,  Charles  P.  Schill, 
United  Sta'es  International  Trade  Com¬ 
mission,  701  E  Street  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.  20436,  is  hereby  named  as  Com¬ 
mission  investigative  attorney. 

Responses  must  be  submitted  by  the 
parties  in  accordance  with  §  210.21  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  as  amended  (41  FR  17710,  Apr. 
27,  1976)  (Rules).  Such  responses  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  if  received 
not  later  than  20  days  after  the  date  of 
service  of  the  complaint  pursuant  to 

5  201.16(d)  of  the  rules. 

Extensions  of  time  for  submitting  a 
response  or  submission  will  not  be  grant¬ 
ed  unless  good  and  sufficient  cause  is 
shown  therefor. 

Failure  of  a  respondent  to  file  a  re¬ 
sponse  within  the  time  provided  to  each 
of  the  allegations  which  are  the  subject 
to  this  investigation  as  set  forth  in  this 
notice,  taking  into  consideration  the  ap¬ 
plicable  detail  of  the  allegations  in  the 
complaint,  may  be  deemed  to  constitute 
a  waiver  of  its  rights  to  appear  and  con¬ 
test  such  allegations  and  shall  authorize 
the  Commission,  without  further  notice 
to  the  respondent,  to  find  the  facts  to  be 
as  alleged  and  to  enter  an  order  con¬ 
taining  such  findings. 

5.  That,  for  the  purposes  of  this  in¬ 
vestigation,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
hearing  on  temporary  relief  will  be  held 
on  August  11,  1976,  at  9:30  a.m.  in  the 
Commission  Hearing  Room  (No.  331), 
701  E  Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20436.  The  Commission’s  Presiding  Offi¬ 
cer  shall  issue  a  recommended  determi¬ 
nation  by  August  16, 1976,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  shortens  to  four  (4)  days  the 
period  to  be  allowed  for  filing  exceptions 
to  the  recommended  determination  and 
alternative  findings  of  fact  and  conclu¬ 
sions  of  law  under  5  210.54  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  The  Commission  shall 
issue  its  determination  by  August  25, 
1976. 

The  complaint,  with  the  exception  of 
confidential  information  referred  to 
therein,  is  available  for  inspection  by  in¬ 
terested  persons  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  located  in  the  United  States  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  and  in  the  New  York 
City  Office  of  the  Commission,  located  at 

6  World  Trade  Center. 


By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  July  13, 1976. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20609  Filed  7-1 5-76; 8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE  ADMINISTRATION 

[Notice  76-66] 

AMES  RESEARCH  CENTER 

Availability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  public 
availability  of  the  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (EIS)  for  the  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 
(NASA)  Ames  Research  Center,  Moffett 
Field,  California. 

The  first  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  for  the  NASA  Ames  Research  Cen¬ 
ter  was  prepared  in  draft,  circulated  for 
comments,  and  published  as  a  final  EIS 
in  1971.  Since  that  time,  a  number  of 
minor  construction  and  modification  ac¬ 
tions  and  changes  in  activities  have  taken 
place  and,  although  no  one  of  these  was 
deemed  to  require  preparation  of  an 
amendment  to  the  original  EIS,  the  over¬ 
all  changes  tend  to  make  the  1971  EIS 
obsolete.  The  present  draft  has  therefore 
been  prepared  to  supersede  the  1971  EIS, 
and  is  being  issued  at  this  time. 

Comments  on  the  draft  Environmental 
Statement  and  on  matters  set  forth 
therein  are  solicited  from  and  may  be 
submitted  by  state  and  local  agencies  and 
members  of  the  public.  Such  comments 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Associate 
Deputy  Administrator,  National  Aero¬ 
nautics  and  Space  Administration, 
Washington,  DC  20546.  All  comments 
must  be  received  by  September  1, 1976,  in 
order  to  be  considered  in  the  preparation 
of  the  final  Environmental  Statement. 

Copies  of  the  draft  statement  may  be 
obtained  or  examined  at  any  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

(a)  National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Public  Documents  Room  (Room 
126),  600  Independence  Avenue,  SW„  Wash¬ 
ington,  DC  20546. 

(b)  Ames  Research  Center,  NASA  (Build¬ 
ing  201,  Room  17).  Moffett  Field,  CA  94035. 

(c)  Hugh  Tt.  Dryden  Flight  Research  Cen¬ 
ter,  NASA  (BvUldlng  4600,  Room  1017),  P.O. 
Box  273,  Edwaids,  CA  93523. 

(d)  Goddard  Space  Flight  Center,  NASA 
(Building  8,  Room  150) ,  Greenbelt,  MD  20771. 

(e)  Johnson  Space  Center,  NASA  (Building 
1,  Room  136),  Houston,  TX  77068. 

(f)  John  F.  Kennedy  Space  Center.  NASA 
(Headquarters  Building,  Room  1207),  Ken¬ 
nedy  Space  Center,  FL  32899. 

(g)  Langley  Research  Center,  NASA 
(Building  1219,  Room  304),  Hampton,  VA 
23365. 

(h)  Lewis  Research  Center,  NASA  (Ad¬ 
ministration  Building,  Room  120),  21000 
Brookpark  Road,  Cleveland,  OH  44136. 

(I)  George  C.  Marshall  Space  Flight  Cen¬ 
ter,  NASA  (Building  4200,  Room  G-ll ) , 
Huntsville,  AL  36812. 

(J)  National  Space  Technology  Labora¬ 
tories.  NASA  (Building  1100,  Room  A-213), 
Bay  St.  Louis,  MS  39520 


(k)  Jet  Propulsion  Laboratory,  (Building 
180,  Room  600)  4800  Oak  Grove  Drive,  Pasa¬ 
dena,  CA  91103. 

(l)  Wallops  Flight  Center,  NASA  (Library 
Building,  Room  E-105),  Wallops  Island,  VA 
23897. 

Done  at  Washington,  DC,  this  8th  day 
of  July  1976. 

By  the  direction  of  the  Administration. 

Duward  L.  Crow, 
Associate  Deputy  Administrator, 
National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration. 

| FR  Doc.76-20674  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release No.  34-12613;  File  No 
SR— PSE-76-21  ] 

PACIFIC  STOCK  EXCHANGE  INC. 

Expansion  of  Trading  Call  Options 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)  (1),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  June  21,  1976,  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory  organi¬ 
zation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 

of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

Pacific  Stock  Exchange  Incorporated 
OPSE”)  hereby  requests  permission  to 
expand  by  ten  the  number  of  underlying 
listed  stocks  on  which  it  may  approve 
trading  in  call  options.  The  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  such  a  proposed  change  in  cur¬ 
rent  PSE  procedures  would  expand  to  a 
total  of  thirty  the  current  number  of  call 
options  which  PSE  is  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  trade.  Although  PSE  seeks  to  ex¬ 
pand  the  number  of  underlying  stocks  in 
which  it  would  be  authorized  to  trade  call 
options,  these  underlying  securities  would 
be  fully  listed  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  and  would  meet  the  S-7  stand¬ 
ards  as  well  as  the  requirements  set  forth 
in  the  Options  Clearing  Corporation’s 
agreements  with  the  participating  ex¬ 
changes. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  permit  a  modest  expansion 
in  PSE’s  program  of  trading  call  options. 

The  proposed  rule  change  will  enable 
PSE  to  increase  from  twenty  to  thirty 
the  number  of  underlying  stocks  on  PSE 
call  options.  PSE  believes  it  consistent 
with  the  protection  of  investors  and  the 
public  interest  that  it  be  permitted  to 
expand  the  number  of  call  options  it 
trades.  PSE  is  presently  trading  call 
options  in  nineteen  of  the  twenty  under¬ 
lying  stocks  for  which  it  has  authoriza¬ 
tion,  and  the  twentieth  underlying  stock 
is  reserved  for  a  security  expected  to  be 
listed  in  the  near  future.  Accordingly, 
further  progress  in  PSE’s  effort  to  estab¬ 
lish  a  viable  regional  options  trading  fa¬ 
cility  necessitates  the  proposed  increase 
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in  the  number  of  classes  of  call  options 
traded  on  PSE. 

PSE  believes  that  the  experience  it 
has  gained  in  its  current  options  trad¬ 
ing  program,  as  well  as  the  capabilities 
it  has  developed  in  the  areas  of  data  col¬ 
lection,  communications  systems  and 
surveillance  procedures  are  more  than 
sufficient  to  accommodate  the  increased 
volume  of  trading  which  would  result 
from  the  approval  of  ten  additional  call 
options  classes.  Furthermore,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  PSE’s  physical  facilities,  expan¬ 
sion  is  now  in  progress  and  is  projected 
to  result  in  an  increase  in  trading  posts 
and  floor  capacity  by  25%  in  early  July. 

PSE  believes  that  the  granting  of  this 
request  to  expand  the  number  of  options 
classes  traded  on  its  floor  will  contribute 
to  its  growth  as  a  viable  competitive 
options  trading  facility  and  will  permit 
it  to  utilize  its  present  and  near-term 
capacity  while  completing  its  longer- 
term  plans  for  future  expansion  in  the 
number  as  well  as  the  types  of  options 
contracts  traded. 

Comments  were  not,  and  are  not  in¬ 
tended  to  be,  solicited  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change. 

The  proposed  rule  change  will  not  im¬ 
pose  any  burden  on  competition.  Rather, 
it  will  encourage  competition  by  con¬ 
tributing  to  PSE’s  viability  as  a  com¬ 
petitive  options  trading  facility. 

Within  fifty  (50)  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  (September  6, 
1976),  or  within  such  longer  period  (i) 
as  the  Commission  may  designate  up  to 
ninety  (90)  days  of  such  date  if  it  finds 
such  longer  period  to  be  appropriate  and 
publishes  its  reasons  for  so  finding  or 
(ii)  as  to  which  the  above-mentioned 
self -regulatory  organization  consents, 
the  Commission  will: 

(A)  by  order  approve  such  proposed  rule 
change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should  be 
disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary  of 
the  Commission,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C,  20549. 
Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect  to  the 
foregoing  and  of  all  written  submissions 
will  be  available  for  inspection  in  the 
Public  Reference  Room,  1100  L  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of  such 
filing  will  also  be  available  for  inspection 
at  the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self -regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  referenced  in  the  caption  above 
and  should  be  submitted  on  or  before 
August  25, 1976. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

Shirley  E.  Hollis, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

July  9, 1976, 

(FR  Doc.79-20533  Filed  7-1 5-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Release  No.  9348;  612-8955] 

READY  RESERVES  TRUST 

Distribution  of  Long-Term  Capital  Gains; 

Application  for  Exemption 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Ready  Re¬ 
serves  Trust  (“Applicant”),  100  Federal 
Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02110,  an 
open-end,  diversified  management  com¬ 
pany  registered  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”)  filed  an 
application  on  May  17,  1976  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  for  exemption 
from  the  provisions  of  Rule  19b-l  under 
the  Act  limiting  the  distribution  of  long¬ 
term  capital  gains  to  not  more  than  once 
annually.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  application  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  a  statement  of  the  repre¬ 
sentations  contained  therein,  which  are 
summarized  below. 

Applicant  is  a  Massachusetts  business 
trust  organized  to  invest  principally  in 
“money  market”  securities  and  similar 
short-term  debt  instruments,  including 
obligations  issued  or  guaranteed  by  the 
Federal  Government,  its  agencies  or  in¬ 
strumentalities,  repurchase  agreements, 
corporate  obligations,  obligations  of 
banks  (including  certificates  of  deposit 
and  bankers'  acceptances)  and  commer¬ 
cial  paper.  Applicant's  investment  objec¬ 
tive  is  to  obtain  the  maximum  current 
income  which  is  considered  consistent 
with  the  preservation  of  capital. 

Applicant’s  net  income  consists  of  (i) 
all  interest  income  accrued  on  its  port¬ 
folio  assets,  (ii)  plus  or  minus  all  realized 
and  unrealized  gains  and  losses  on  the 
portfolio,  and  (iii)  less  all  expenses  and 
liabilities.  Applicant  intends  to  follow 
the  practice  of  declaring  its  accumulated 
net  income  as  a  dividend  daily  and  pay¬ 
ing  it  monthly,  thereby  enabling  each 
investor  to  receive  on  his  investment  the 
exact  proportion  of  the  net  income 
earned  on  his  shares  each  day  that  he 
remains  a  shareholder  of  the  Applicant. 

Rule  19b-l  under  Section  19(b)  of  the 
Act  prohibits  the  distribution  by  a  regis¬ 
tered  investment  company  of  more  than 
one  capital  gain  dividend  in  any  one 
taxable  year  of  the  company.  Applicant 
points  to  Investment  Company  Act  Re¬ 
lease  No.  6834  announcing  the  adoption 
of  Rule  19b-l,  wherein,  it  asserts,  the 
indicated  principal  purposes  of  Rule 
19b-l  are:  (1)  to  prevent  shareholders 
from  confusing  dividends  of  interest  in¬ 
come  with  distributions  of  capital  gains ; 

(2)  to  relieve  investment  company  man¬ 
agers  from  pressure  to  realize  such  gains; 

(3)  to  mitigate  improper  sales  practices 
related  to  the  distribution  of  such  gains; 
and  (4)  to  eliminate  the  administrative 
expenses  relating  to  quarterly  or  semi¬ 
annual  capital  gains  distribution. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  authorizes  the 
Commission  to  exempt  any  person,  se¬ 
curity,  or  transaction,  or  any  class  or 
classes  of  persons,  securities,  or  transac¬ 
tions,  from  any  provisions  of  the  Act  and 
rules  promulgated  thereunder  if  and  to 
the  extent  that  such  exemption  is  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  Interest 
and  consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  purposes  fairly  in¬ 


tended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act.  • 

Applicant  asserts  that  an  exemption 
from  Rule  19b-l  would  be  appropriate 
in  the  case  of  its  operations  because  the 
purposes  of  the  rule  would  not  be  violated 
by  a  fund  such  as  the  Applicant  Appli¬ 
cant’s  stated  investment  objective  is  to 
seek  the  maximum  current  income  which 
is  considered  consistent  with  the  preser¬ 
vation  of  capital.  Applicant  disclaims  any 
intention  of  seeking  long-term  capital 
gains  income,  and  represents  that  it  will 
delineate  precisely  what  portion  of  any 
distribution  to  shareholders  comprises 
capital  gains.  Applicant  also  asserts  that 
any  increase  in  administrative  expenses 
caused  by  the  distribution  of  long-term 
capital  gains  income  would  be  wholly  in¬ 
significant  to  it,  because  it  will  under¬ 
take,  regardless  of  its  ability  to  distribute 
long-term  capital  gains  income,  to  com¬ 
pute  net  income  and  declare  dividends 
daily  and  make  periodic  reports  to  share¬ 
holders  reflecting  payments. 

Finally,  Applicant  represents  that,  in 
order  to  maintain  a  constant  net  asset 
value,  it  will  distribute  any  long-term 
capital  gains  income  as  it  accrues  (i.e. 
whether  or  not  such  income  is  realized) , 
and  therefore  the  realization  of  long¬ 
term  capital  gains  income  should  be  very 
infrequent.  Thus,  with  regard  to  those 
infrequent  occurrences  when  Applicant 
will  need  to  distribute  realized  long-term 
capital  gains  income,  Applicant  wishes 
to  be  in  a  position  to  do  so  without  apply¬ 
ing  for  a  separate  exemption  from  Rule 
19b-l  in  each  instance. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1976,  at  5:30  pm.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  po  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  com¬ 
munication  should  be  addressed: 

Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A 
copy  of  such  request  shall  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  mail  upon  the  Applicant  at 
the  address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  request. 
As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  Rules 
and  Regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the  matter 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  following  said 
date  unless  the  Commission  thereafter 
orders  a  hearing  upon  request  or  upon 
the  Commission’s  own  motion.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing,  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered,  will  re¬ 
ceive  any  nbtices  and  orders  issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

Shirley  E.  Hollis, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20532  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 
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(Release  No.  34-12612] 

BUNKER  RAMO  CORPORATION 
Consolidated  Tape;  Compliance 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  today  released  the  texts  of  corre¬ 
spondence  between  its  staff  and  Bunker 
Ramo  Corporation  (“Bunker  Ramo”) 
concerning  compliance  by  Bunker  Ramo 
with  rule  17a-15  117  CFR  §  240.17ar-15J 
insofar  as  that  rule  requires,  through 
the  operation  of  plans  declared  effective 
pursuant  to  its  provisions,  that  vendor 
interrogation  systems  display  consoli¬ 
dated  last  sale  information  in  accordance 
with  specified  requirements.  The  text  of 
Bunker  Ramo’s  letter  to  the  staff  and 
the  staff’s  reply  follow: 

Mr.  Andrew  M.  Klein, 

Associate  Director, 

Division  of  Market  Regulation, 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 

600  North  Capitol  Street, 

Washington,  D.C.  20549. 

Dear  Mr.  Klein:  This  letter  is  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  exemption  from  the  display  re¬ 
quirements  of  Rule  17a-15  which,  was 
granted  to  Bunker  Ramo  in  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Release  No.  12390,  AprU  29,  1976. 

With  this  letter,  we  wish  to  advise  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  all  of  the  stock  Interrogation 
terminals  for  which  the  temporary  exemp¬ 
tions  were  granted,  are  now  in  full  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  display  requirements  of  Rule 
17a-15.  Thus,  all  Telequote  III  (TQIII)  and 
Market  Decision  System  7  (MD8-7)  terminals 
are  capable  of  displaying  the  most  recent 
last  price  for  trades  as  they  are  reported  by 
means  of  the  high  speed  line  of  the  Consoli¬ 
dated  Tape. 

In  addition,  the  displays  Include  the  re¬ 
quired  market  center  identification  for  the 
most  recent  last  price,  as  well  as  a  repre¬ 
sentation  of  cumulative  volume  including  the 
most  recent  trade. 

The  display  of  last  sale  reports  as  well  as 
other  displays,  including  various  price  moni¬ 
toring  services,  are  in  accordance  with  the 
interpretative  release  of  minimum  display 
requirements  which  was  issued  in  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  11317/March  28, 
1976,  and  a  description  of  the  displays,  and 
the  method  by  which  they  may  be  aocessed 
has  been  distributed  to  users  of  the  TQIII 
and  MDS-7  interrogation  devices. 

In  view  of  the  present  fully  compliant 
character  of  Bunker  Ramo’s  interrogation 
terminals  as  regards  Rule  17a-16,  it  should 
be  noted  that  any  qualifications  as  to  their 
use  by  brokers  and  dealers,  such  as  that 
which  the  Commission  noted  in  Release  No. 
12390  with  respect  to  their  use  in  connection 
with  prospective  short  sales,  should  now  be 
removed. 

We  respectfully  request  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  act  to  remove  any  restrictions  on  the 
use  of  either  the  TQIII  or  MDS-7  interroga¬ 
tion  terminals  as  quickly  as  possible. 

Very  truly  yours, 

M.  Sumner, 

Securities  Industry  Liaison. 

Mr.  Murray  Sumner, 

Securities  Industry  Liaison, 

Information  Systems  Division, 

Bunker  Ramo  Corporation, 

Trumbull  Industrial  Park, 

Trumbull,  Connecticut  06609. 

Dear  Mr.  Sumner:  This  is  in  response  to 
your  letter  dated  June  16,  1976,  concerning 
compliance  by  Bunker  Ramo  Corporation 
(“Bunker  Ramo”)  with  the  display  require¬ 


ments  of  Rule  17a-16  under  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”).  In  your 
letter  you  indicate  that  all  Bunker  Ramo 
interrogation  devices  are  now  in  full  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  display  requirements  of  Rule 
17a-16,  and  are  capable  of  displaying  the 
most  recent  last  sale  as  reported  in  the  con¬ 
solidated  transaction  reporting  system,  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  market  Identifier  and  a  rep¬ 
resentation  of  cumulative  volume.  Tou  fur¬ 
ther  request  that  any  qualification  as  to  the 
use  of  Bunker  Ramo  interrogation  devices 
by  brokers  and  dealers,  such  as  that  with 
respect  to  their  use  in  connection  with  pro¬ 
spective  short  sales,  should  now  be  removed. 

We  appreciate  your  advising  us  of  Bunker 
Ramo's  status,  and  are  pleased  to  hear  that 
Bunker  Ramo  is  now  in  full  compliance  with 
the  display  requirements  of  Rule  17a-16, 
thus  enabling  Bunker  Ramo’s  interrogation 
devices  to  be  used  for  purposes  of  comply¬ 
ing  with  the  “tick”  test  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (a)(1)  or  (e)(6)  of  Rule  10a-l 
under  the  Act,  as  amended  on  June  12,  1976. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Andrew  M.  Klein, 
Associate  Director 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

,  July  9,  1976. 

|FR  Doc.76-20616  Piled  7-15  76; 8: 45  am) 


[Release  No.  34-12591; 

Pile  No.  SR-Amex-76-16] 

AMERICAN  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

Self-Regulatory  Organization;  Proposed 
Rule  Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the 
“Act”),  15  U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  as  amended 
by  Pub.  L.  No.  94-29,  16  (June  4,  1975) , 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June  28, 
1976,  the  above-mentioned  self-regula¬ 
tory  organization  filed  with  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  a  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  as  follows: 

Statement  of  Terms  of  Substance 
of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
(“Amex”)  proposes  to  amend  certain 
provisions  of  its  Rules  to  implement  the 
revision  of  its  ex-dividend  procedure. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  forego¬ 
ing  proposed  rule  change  is  as  follows: 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  Rule 
changes  is  to  implement  a  revised  pro¬ 
cedure  for  the  proportional  reduction  of 
open  orders  on  the  occasion  of  a  stock 
dividend  or  stock  distribution  and  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  such  procedure  to  the  reduc¬ 
tion  of  the  price  limits  of  all  open  orders 
on  the  specialist  book,  including  open 
orders  to  sell  and  open  stop  orders  to 
buy,  without  any  adjustments  in  the  size 
of  such  orders. 

The  proposed  amendments  are  being 
adopted  for  the  protection  of  investors 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  6(b)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  as  amended.  The  propor¬ 
tional  reduction  in  the  price  limit  of  an 
open  orders  would  tend  to  maintain  the 


same  price  relationship  between  the  limit 
the  market  price  of  the  security  m  ex- 
price  of  an  investor’s  original  order  and 
isted  prior  to  the  stock  dividend  or  dis¬ 
tribution.  Moreover,  it  is  believed  that  the 
reduction  of  all  open  orders  will  have  the 
effect  of  improving  the  liquidity  and 
depth  of  the  market  following  a  stock 
dividend  or  distribution  since  open  sell 
orders  would  be  reduced  to  a  price  reason¬ 
ably  related  to  the  new  market  price  of 
the  security.  The  Amex  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  best  means  of  protecting  un¬ 
executed  Investor  limit  price  orders  on 
the  occasion  of  a  stock  dividend  or  stock 
distribution  is  to  promote  timely  com¬ 
munications  between  the  investor  and  his 
broker.  In  this  connection,  the  Exchange 
intends  to  issue  a  notice  to  members  and 
member  firms  in  advance  of  the  “ex- 
dividend”  date  calling  attention  to  the 
terms  of  the  dividend  and  the  manner 
in  which  orders  will  be  adjusted.  This 
notice  would  suggest  that  members  con¬ 
tact  their  customers  having  open  orders 
in  the  security  to  obtain  instructions  as 
to  whether  the  customer  wishes  to  adjust 
his  order  in  a  manner  differing  from  the 
established  procedure. 

The  Amex  has  informally  discussed  the 
proposed  Rule  changes  with  several  per¬ 
sons  knowledgeable  with  both  Floor  and 
office  procedures  including  operations 
personnel  of  member  firms.  The  verbal 
comments  received  were  generally  fa¬ 
vorable  to  the  procedures  embodied  in 
the  proposed  Rule  amendments. 

The  Amex  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  amendments  to  Rules  132,  154 
and  205  will  not  impose  any  burden  on 
competition. 

Within  thirty-five  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  or  within  such  longer  period 
(i)  as  the  Commission  may  designate  up 
to  90  days  of  such  date  if  it  finds  such 
longer  period  to  be  appropriate  and  pub¬ 
lished  its  reasons  for  so  finding  or  (11) 
as  to  which  the  above-mentioned  self- 
regulatory  organization  consents,  the 
Commission  will: 

(A)  by  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  six  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  sub¬ 
mission  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room,  1100  L  Street  NW,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  self-regulatory  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  reference  in  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  August 
6.  1976. 
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Price  of  order 

Distribution  divided  by 

S-for-4 -  125  percent 

4-  for -3 - — -  133%  percent 

3- for -2 — - -  150  percent 

5-  for -3 -  166%  percent 

2- for-l _  200  percent 

S-for-2 -  250  percent 

3- for-l _  300  percent 

4- for-l _  400  percent 

If  as  a  result  of  this  calculation,  the  price 
is  not  equivalent  to  or  is  not  a  multiple  of  the 
fraction  of  a  dollar  in  which  bids  and  offers 
are  made  in  the  particular  security,  the  price 
should  be  rounded  to  the  next  lower  vari¬ 
ation.  For  example,  when  a  caluculation  re¬ 
sults  in  a  price  of  $14.27,  the  price  of  an  order 
is  rounded  down  to  14%;  a  calculation  re¬ 
sulting  in  $14.47  is  rounded  down  to  14%. 

In  reverse  splits,  all  open  orders  (including 
open  sell  orders  and  open  stop  orders  to  buy) 
shall  be  cancelled. 


,for  the  Department  of  Labor.  The  con¬ 
ference  report  which  accompanied  that 
act  Instructed  the  Department  of  Labor 
to  continue  direct  funding  of  HEP  and 
CAMP  until  the  Congress  has  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  act  on  the  Labor -HEW  ap¬ 
propriation  for  Fiscal  Year  1977.  The 
next  program  year  for  HEP  and  CAMP 
projects  will  be  September  1,  1976  to 
August  31. 1977.  The  Department  has  de¬ 
cided  to  fund  these  projects  for  another 
program  year.  Funds  for  these  programs 
will  be  provided  under  title  IH,  section 
303  of  the  Comprehensive  Employment 
and  Training  Act  (CETA)  of  1973  as 
amended.  HEP  and  CAMP  projects  have 
been  notified  in  writing  of  the  decision 
to  continue  direct  funding  and  instructed 
to  submit  the  documents  required  to 
receive  additional  funds. 
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For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

Georgs  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

July  2, 1976. 

Exhibit  A 

Text  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 

(a)  The  American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 

("Ames’*)  proposes  to  amend  certain  provi¬ 
sions  of  its  Rules  as  described  below.  (Brack¬ 
ets  [  ]  Indicate  words  to  be  deleted  and 

Italics  indicate  words  to  be  added.) 

*  ♦  *  •  *  * 

Rule  132  [Open  Orders  on  “Ex-Dividend" 
Date] 

[The  limit  on  open  orders  to  buy  and  on 
open  stop  orders  to  sell  shall  be  reduced  by 
the  amount  of  the  dividend  on  the  day  a 
stock  sells  “ex-dividend”  on  the  Exchange 
but  open  stop  orders  to  buy  and  open  orders 
to  sell  shall  not  be  so  reduced.] 

Price  Adjustment  of  Open  Orders  on  " Ex- 
Date ” 

Rule  132(a)  When  a  security  is  quoted  ex- 
dividend,  ex-distribution,  ex-rights  or  ex¬ 
interests,  all  open  orders  to  buy  and  open 
stop  orders  to  sell  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
cash  value  of  the  payment  or  rights,  except 
where  the  security  is  quoted  “ex”  a  stock 
dividend  or  stock  distribution  in  which  case 
the  provisions  of  paragraph  (b)  below  shall 
apply. 

(b)  When  a  security  is  quoted  "ex”  a  stock 
dividend  or  stock  distribution,  all  open 
orders,  including  open  orders  to  sell  and  open 
stop  orders  to  buy,  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
proportional  value  of  the  dividend. 

Commentary 

.01  Reduction  of  Orders — Odd  Amounts 

When  the  amount  of  a  cash  dividend  is  not 
equivalent  to  or  is  not  a  multiple  of  the  frac¬ 
tion  of  a  dollar  in  which  bids  and  offers  are 
made  in  the  particular  stock,  orders  shall  be 
reduced  by  the  next  higher  variation.  For 
example,  when  the  variation  in  trading  is  yn, 
orders  must  be  reduced  by  %  for  a  dividend 
of  304  per  share,  and  by  1%  for  a  dividend 
of  $ 1.06  *4  per  share. 

.02  Reduction  of  Orders — Optional  Amounts 

When  a  dividend  is  payable  at  the  option 
of  the  stockholder  either  in  cash  or  securi¬ 
ties,  the  stock  will  be  quoted  ex-dividend  the 
value  of  the  cash  or  securities,  whichever  is 
greater. 

.03  Reduction  of  Orders — Proportional  Pro¬ 
cedure 

All  open  orders  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
proportional  value  of  a  stock  dividend  or 
stock  distribution  on  the  day  a  security  sells 
ex-dividend  or  ex-distribution.  The  new  price 
of  the  order  is  determined  by  dividing  the 
price  of  the  original  order  by  100%  plus  the 
percentage  value  of  the  stock  dividend  or 
stock  distribution.  For  example,  in  a  stock 
dividend  of  3%,  the  price  of  an  order  would 
be  divided  by  103%. 

The  chart  below  lists,  for  the  more  fre¬ 
quent  stock  distributions,  the  percentages  by 
which  the  prices  of  all  open  orders  shall  be 
divided  to  determine  the  new  order  prices. 


Commentary*  .12  to  Rule  164 

[An  open  limited  price  order  to  buy,  and 
an  open  stop  limit  order  to  sell,  one  or  more 
round  lots  held  by  a  specialist  and  an  open 
limited  price  order  to  buy  and  an  open  stop 
or  stop  limit  order  to  sell  one  or  more  odd 
lots  held  by  an  odd-lot  dealer  prior  to  the  day 
a  stock  sells  ex-dlvldend,  ex-dlstrlbution  or 
ex-rights  must  be  reduced  by  the  specialist 
by  the  value  of  the  dividend,  distribution  or 
rights,  unless.  In  the  case  of  an  ordinary  cash 
dividend,  the  order  is  marked  “do  not  reduce” 
or  unless  he  Is  otherwise  Instructed  by  the 
member  or  member  organization  that  en¬ 
trusted  the  order  to  him.  All  such  reductions 
by  a  specialist  shaU  be  made  without  any 
adjustment  in  the  number  of  shares  covered 
by  the  order.] 

J.2  All  open  orders  to  buy  or  sell  round  lots 
held  by  a  specialist  and  all  open  orders  to 
buy  or  sell  odd-lots  held  by  an  odd-lot  dealer 
prior  to  the  day  a  stock  sells  ex-dividend,  ex- 
distribution  or  ex-rights,  must  be  reduced  by 
the  specialist  or  odd-lot  dealer  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Rule  132,  unless  in  the 
case  of  an  ordinary  cash  dividend,  the  order 
is  marked  "do  not  reduce”  or  unless  other¬ 
wise  instructed  by  the  member  or  member 
organization  that  entrusted  the  order  to  him. 
All  such  reductions  by  the  specialist  or  odd- 
lot  dealer  shall  be  made  without  any  adjust¬ 
ment  in  the  number  of  shares  covered  by  the 
order.  , 

Commentary  .03  to  Rule  205 

[.03  Orders  to  Be  Reduced  on  Ex-Date — 
Open  buy  limited  orders  and  open  stop  orders 
to  sell  held  by  an  odd -lot  dealer  prior  to  the 
day  a  6tock  sells  ex-dlvldend,  ex-dlstributlon 
or  ex-rights  must  be  reduced  by  the  odd-lot 
dealer  by  the  value  of  the  dividend,  distribu¬ 
tion,  or  rights,  unless  he  Is  otherwise  in¬ 
structed  by  the  member  or  member  organiza¬ 
tion  from  whom  the  orders  were  received; 
provided,  however,  that  if  the  amount  of  a 
stock  dividend  Is  20%  or  more,  the  order  shall 
be  returned  for  Instruction.] 

[FR  Doc.76-20515  Piled  7-15-76;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training  Administration 

MIGRANT  AND  SEASONAL 
FARMWORKER  PROGRAMS 

Funding  of  HEP  and  CAMP  Projects 

On  June  1,  1976,  the  President  signed 
the  second  supplemental  appropriation 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  12th 
day  of  July,  1976. 

William  H.  Kolberg, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  and  Training. 
[FR  Doc.76-20626  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


IDAHO 

Ending  of  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 

Period  for  Emergency  Unemployment 

Compensation 

This  notice  announces  the  ending  of 
the  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit  Period 
in  the  State  of  Idaho,  effective  July  17, 
1976. 

Background 

The  Emergency  Unemployment  Com¬ 
pensation  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-572,  en¬ 
acted  December  31,  1974)  (the  Act) 
created  a  temporary  program  of  supple¬ 
mentary  unemployment  benefits  (re¬ 
ferred  to  as  Federal  Supplemental  Bene¬ 
fits)  for  unemployed  Individuals  who 
h^ve  exhausted  their  rights  to  regular 
and  extended  benefits  under  State  and 
Federal  unemployment  compensation 
laws.  Federal  Supplemental  Benefits  are 
payable  during  a  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefit  Period  in  a  State  which  has  en¬ 
tered  into  an  Agreement  under  the  Act 
with  the  United  States  Secretary  of 
Labor.  A  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Period  is  triggered  on  in  a  State  when 
unemployment  in  the  State  or  in  the 
State  and  the  nation  reaches  the  high 
levels  set  in  the  Act.  During  a  Federal 
Supplemental  Benefit  Period  the  maxi¬ 
mum  amount  of  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefits  which  are  payable  to  eligible 
individuals  is  up. to  13  weeks  or  26  weeks, 
depending  upon  the  level  of  the  rate  of 
insured  unemployment  in  the  State.  A 
Federal  Supplemental  Benefit  Period 
commenced  in  the  State  of  Idaho  on 
January  11,  1976. 

The  Act  also  provides  that  a  Federal 
Supplemental  Benefit  Period  in  a  State 
will  trigger  off  when  the  rate  of  insured 
unemployment  in  the  State  averages 
less  than  5.0  percent  over  a  period  of 
thirteen  consecutive  calendar  weeks. 
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The  benefit  period  actually  terminates  at 
the  end  of  the  third  week  after  the  week 
for  which  there  is  an  “off’  indicator,  if 
the  benefit  period  will  have  been  in  effect 
for  a  minimum  duration  of  26  weeks. 

Determination  of  "Off”  Indicator 

The  employment  security  agency  of 
the  State  of  Idaho  has  determined  wider 
the  Act  and  20  CFR  618.19(b)  (pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  March 
23,  1976,  at  41  FR  12151,  12157)  that  the 
average  rate  of  insured  unemployment 
in  the  State  for  the  period  consisting  of 
the  week  ending  on  June  26.  1976,  and 
the  immediately  preceding  twelve  weeks, 
was  less  than  5.0  percent. 

Therefore,  I  have  determined  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Act  and  20  CFR  618.19 
(b) ,  and  as  authorized  by  the  Secretary 
of  Labor’s  Order  4-75,  dated  April  16, 
1975  (published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  April  28,  1975,  at  40  FR  18515) ,  that 
there  was  a  Federal  Supplemental  Bene¬ 
fit  "off”  indicator  in  the  State  of  Idaho 
for  the  week  ending  on  June  26,  1976, 
and  that  the  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefit  Period  in  that  State  terminates 
on  July  17, 1976. 

Information  for  Claimants 

Any  individual  to  whom  Federal  Sup¬ 
plemental  Benefits  or  Federal-State  Ex¬ 
tended  Benefits  were  payable  in  the 
State  (whether  or  not  any  payment 
actually  was  made),  for  any  portion  of 
the  last  week  of  the  Federal  Supple¬ 
mental  Benefit  Period,  will  have  an  addi¬ 
tional  eligibility  period  beginning  im¬ 
mediately  following  the  end  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Supplemental  Benefit  Period.  Dur¬ 
ing  the  additional  eligibility  period  the 
individual,  will  be  entitled  to  Federal 
Supplemental  Benefits  to  the  same  ex¬ 
tent  as  if  the  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefit  Period  continued  to  be  in  effect. 
The  additional  eligibility  period  will  have 
a  duration  of  13  weeks,  unless  it  is  termi¬ 
nated  sooner  by  reason  of  the  beginning 
of  a  new  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit 
Period  in  the  State. 

Individuals  currently  filing  claims  for 
Federal  Supplemental  Benefits  will  re¬ 
ceive  written  notices  from  the  Idaho  De¬ 
partment  of  Employment  of  the  end  of 
the  Federal  Supplemental  Benefit  Pe¬ 
riod  in  that  State  and  its  effect  on  their 
entitlement  to  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefits.  The  notice  to  any  individual  who 
will  have  an  additional  eligibility  period 
following  the  Federal  Supplemental  Ben¬ 
efit  Period  will  include  information  con¬ 
cerning  potential  entitlement  to  Federal 
Supplemental  Benefits  during  the  addi¬ 
tional  eligibility  period. 

Although  the  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefit  Period  has  terminated,  an  Ex¬ 
tended  Benefit  Period  wifi  continue  in  ef¬ 
fect  in  the  State  due  to  the  National  “on” 
indicator  for  the  Federal-State  Extended 
Benefit  Program,  as  announced  in  a  no¬ 
tice  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  February  21,  1975,  at  40  FR  4722. 
Therefore,  Federal-State  Extended  Ben¬ 
efits  will  continue  to  be  payable  to  eligi¬ 
ble  individuals  in  the  State. 


Persons  who  wish  Information  about 
their  rights  to  Federal  Supplemental 
Benefits  or  Federal-State  Extended  Ben¬ 
efits  in  the  State  of  Idaho  should  contact 
the  nearest  Employment  Office  of  the 
Idaho  Department  of  Employment  in 
their  locality. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  12, 
1976. 

William  H.  Kolberg, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Employment  and  Training. 

[FR  Doc.76-20624  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am) 


EMPLOYMENT  TRANSFER  AND  BUSINESS 
COMPETITION  DETERMINATIONS  UN¬ 
DER  THE  RURAL  DEVELOPMENT  ACT 

Applications 

The  organizations  listed  in  the  attach¬ 
ment  have  applied  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  for  financial  assistance  in 
the  form  of  grants,  loans,  or  loan  guar¬ 
antees  in  order  to  establish  or  improve 
facilities  at  the  locations  listed  for  the 
purposes  given  in  the  attached  list.  The 
financial  assistance  would  be  authorized 
by  the  Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  as  amended,  7  U.S.C.  1924 
(b),  1932,  or  1942  (b). 

The  Act  requires  the  Secretary  of  La¬ 
bor  to  determine  whether  such  Federal 
assistance  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to 
result  in  the  transfer  from  one  area  to 
another  of  any  employment  or  business 
activity  provided  by  operations  of  the 
applicant.  It  is  permissible  to  assist  the 
establishment  of  a  new  branch,  affiliate 
or  subsidiary,  only  if  this  will  not  result 
in  increased  unemployment  in  the  place 
of  present  operations  and  there  is  no 
reason  to  believe  the  new  facility  is  being 
established  with  the  intention  of  closing 
down  an  operating  facility. 

The  Act  also  prohibits  such  assistance 
if  the  Secretary  of  Labor  determines  that 
it  is  calculated  to  or  is  likely  to  result  in 


an  Increase  in  the  production  of  goods, 
materials,  or  commodities,  or  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  services  or  facilities  in  the  area, 
when  there  is  not  sufficient  demand  for 
such  goods,  materials,  commodities, 
services,  or  facilities  to  employ  the 
efficient  capacity  of  existing  compe¬ 
titive  commercial  or  industrial  enter¬ 
prises,  unless  such  financial  or  other  as¬ 
sistance  will  not  have  an  adverse  effect 
upon  existing  competitive  enterprises  in 
the  area. 

The  Secretary  of  Labor’s  review  and 
certification  procedures  are  set  forth  at 
29  CFR  Part  75,  published  January  29, 
1975  <40  FR  4393).  In  determining 
whether  the  applications  should  be  ap¬ 
proved  or  denied,  the  Secretary  will  take 
into  consideration  the  following  factors: 

1.  The  overall  employment  and  unemploy¬ 
ment  situation  in  the  local  area  In  which  the 
proposed  facility  will  be  located. 

2.  Employment  trends  in  the  same  in¬ 
dustry  in  the  local  area. 

3.  The  potential  effect  of  the  new  facility 
upon  the  local  labor  market,  with  particular 
emphasis  upon  Its  potential  Impact  upon 
competitive  enterprises  In  the  same  area. 

4.  The  competitive  effect  upon  other  facili¬ 
ties  In  the  same  Industry  located  in  other 
areas  (where  such  competition  is  a  factor). 

5.  In  the  case  of  applications  involving  the 
establishment  of  branch  plants  or  facilities, 
the  potential  effect  of  such  new  facilities  on 
other  existing  plants  or  faculties  operated  by 
the  applicant. 

All  persons  wishing  to  bring  to  the  at¬ 
tention  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  any  in¬ 
formation  pertinent  to  the  determina¬ 
tions  which  must  be  made  regarding 
these  applications  are  invited  to  submit 
such  information  in  writing  within  two 
weeks  of  publication  of  this  notice  to: 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Employ¬ 
ment  and  Training,  601 D  St.,  NW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20213. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  12th 
day  of  July  1976. 


Ben  Burdetsky, 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Employment  and  Training. 


Applications  received  during  the  week  ending  July  9, 1976 


Name  of  applicant  Location  of  enterprise  Principal  product  or  activity 


Smugglers’ Notch  Corp . . . Jeffersonville,  Vt . Operation  of  recreation  resorts. 

Hemisphere  Oil  Co .  Yabucoa,  Puerto  Manufacture  o  industrial  lube  and  motor 

Rieo.  lube  oils. 

Arroyo  Pharmaceutical  Corp . . . Arroyo,  Puerto  Rico. .  Manufacture  of  pharmaceutical  products. 

Elkins  Lumber  Co.,  Inc — . Elkins,  W.  Va_ . .  Manufacture  of  dimension  wood  products 

and  assembling  office  furniture. 

Leonhart  and  Haynes,  Inc .  Parkersburg,  W.  Va. ..  Car  wash  service. 

Development  Enterprises— Ceredo . Ceredo.W.Va . .  Lessors  of  property. 

Olen  Blankenship . . . . Smoot,  W.Va . . Contract  logging. 

Carolina  Peanuts  of  Robersonvillc,  Inc _ Robersonville,  N.C...  Processing  of  peanuts. 

Ileart_of  Georgia  Peanut  A  Gin  Co.,  Inc:....  Cochran,  Ga _ ...  Agribusiness  farm  service  center. 

The  5  0  Co . . . Lucedale,  Miss.... _ Manufacture  of  audiovisual  child  develop¬ 

ment  programs. 

Southeastern  Aircraft,  Inc.  (tenant  to  city  Louisville,  Oa . .  Aerial  applicating  aircraft  sales  and  main. 

of  Louisville  Industrial  air  park)  Louis-  tenance. 

vllle,  Ga. 

East  Coast  Machine  T  Iron  Works,  Inc _ Bridgeton,  N.C . Machine  shop  and  metal  fabrication. 

Carolina  Apple  Processors  Cooperative  Inc..  Hendersonville,  N.C..  Manufacture  of  apple  Juice. 

Houston  Hospital,  Inc _ ........  Houston,  Miss _ Physicians’  and  surgeons’  laboratory  and 

hospital. 

The  Hattie  Larlham  Foundation  Inc.- . Mantua,  Ohio _ Medical  care  and  development  training 

hospital  for  children. 

Kah  A  Co- . . . Wapakoneta,  Ohio _ Custom  slaughterhouse. 

Flambeau  Products  Corp .  Baraboo,  Wis . . Manufacture  of  toys,  housewares,  and-  roe- 

reational  products  for  other  manufac¬ 
turers. 

West  Carroll  Produce  Association .  Oak  Grove,  La. . Packaging,  handling,  and  selling  of  vegeta- 

Herlder  Farms,  Inc . . . .  Nacogdoches,  Tex . Poultry  processing  plant. 

Farmers  Gin  of  Edmonson,  Inc _ _ _ _  Edmonson,  Tex _ _  Farm  product  warehousing. 

Calvin  Bheukir  Jr . Temple,  Tex . Rental  and  leasing  of  machinery,  tools,  and 

other  equipment. 
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lCvans  Bakery,  loo _ Vlnlta,  OUa _  Frocen  bakery  products  manufacturing 

plant. 

Kozark  Farmers,  Inc - - - Ellsinora,  Me . . Processing  and  storage  of  charcoal. 

landau  Boat  Co _  Lebanon,  Mo _  Manufacture  of  boats. 

Protection  Industries,  Inc.  (tenant  to  city  of  Protection,  Kans . Cake  feeders  and  roll  frames. 

Protection). 

E.  A  J.  Repair  and  Manufacturing  (tenant  Glen  field,  N.D . Manufacture  of  farm  machinery  and  etjulp- 

to  city  of  OlenfieW.  ment. 

Ilia  ays  200  and  20  Stop  (tenant  to  city  of  Glcnfield,  N.D . Service  station,  cafe,  and  carwash. 

Glenfield).  — 

Group  “Five”  Television  Inc _ Mitchell,  8.D _ Television  broadcasting  and  programing. 

Big  Thompson  Milling  and  Elevator  Co . Loveland,  Colo _ Processing,  storage,  and  sales  of  grain. 

Garshan  Vintners  and  Manufacturers  Corp..  Whitehall,  Mont . Production  of  wines. 

Northern  Seed  Co.,  Inc _ _ _ W  or  land,  Wyo _ Manufacture  oflivestock  feed,  seed,  fertilizer, 

and  chemicals. 

Sittner  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc _ _ Sheridan,  Wyo _ Manufacture  of  cattle  oilers. 

Leeward  Intermediate  Care  Facility _ r„  Waianae,  Hawaii . Intermediate  care  facility. 

Nordic  Boats _ _ _ Lake  Havasu,  Ariz _ Manufacture  of  fiberglass  boats. 

Rockford  Building  Supply,  lac . . . Rockford,  Idaho _ Construction  and  sales  of  building  supplies. 


[PR  Doc.76-20544  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


Office  of  Employee  Benefits  Security 

ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  EMPLOYEE 
WELFARE  AND  PENSION  BENEFIT  PLANS 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Section  512  of  the  Em¬ 
ployee  Retirement  Income  Security  Act 
of  1974  (29  U.S.C.  1142)  a  meeting  of  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Employee  Welfare 
and  Pension  Benefit  Plans  will  be  held 
at  9:00  a.m..  on  Tuesday,  August  3,  1976, 
in  the  Federal  Ballroom  North,  Quality 
Inn — Capitol  Hill,  415  New  Jersey  Ave¬ 
nue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  discuss 
the  items  listed  in  the  following  agenda: 

1.  Designation  of  Alternates,  Delegates 
or  Proxies  by  Council  Members. 

2.  Advisory  Council  Recommenda¬ 
tions — Status  Report. 

3.  Small  Plans  Impact  Work  Group 
Report. 

4.  Investment  Work  Group  Report. 

5.  Minimum  Standards  Work  Group 
Report. 

6.  Reporting.  Disclosure  and  Record¬ 
keeping  Work  Group  Report. 

7.  Surety  Bond  Experience. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  concerning  the  topics 
under  this  agenda  by  submitting  30  cop¬ 
ies  on  or  before  the  close  of  business 
Monday,  August  2,  1976  to  Mr.  James  D. 
Hutchinson,  Administrator  of  Pension 
and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs,  New  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  Building,  Third  Street 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Room 
N4629,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Persons  desiring  to  attend  should  no¬ 
tify  Mr.  Edward  F.  Lysczek,  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Advisory  Council,  New 
Department  of  Labor  Building,  Third 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Room  N4629,  Washington,  D.C.  20210,  or 
may  call  Area  Code  202/523/8753. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  12th 
day  of  July,  1976. 

James  D.  Hutchinson, 
Administrator  of  Pension 
-  ‘  and  Welfare  Benefit  Programs. 

|FR  Doc.76-20625  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


[Prohibited  Transaction  Exemption  76  4[ 

EMPLOYEE  BENEFIT  PLANS 

Exemption  From  Prohibitions  Respecting  a 
Transaction  Involving  the  Operating  En¬ 
gineers  Journeyman  and  Apprentice 
Training  Trust  and  R.  E.  Coulter  Gradall 
Rental,  Inc. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  granting 
of  an  exemption  under  the  authority  of 
section  408(a)  of  the  Employee  Retire¬ 
ment  Income  Security  Act  of  1974  (the 
Act),  relating  to  a  proposed  transaction 
involving  the  purchase  by  the  Operating 
Engineers  Journeyman  and  Apprentice 
Training  Trust  (the  Plan)  of  two  used 
excavating  machines  from  R.  E.  Coulter 
Gradall  Rental,  Inc.  (Coulter),  a  con¬ 
tributing  employer  and  a  party  in  interest 
with  respect  to  the  Plan. 

Background 

On  April  13, 1976,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  15482) 
of  a  request  for  exemption  from  the  re¬ 
strictions  of  section  406(a)  of  the  Act 
concerning  the  purchase  by  the  Plan  of 
two  excavating  machines  from  Coulter. 
The  notice  set  forth  a  summary  of  the 
facts  and  representations  contained  in 
the  application,  and  referred  interested 
persons  to  the  application  for  a  complete 
statement  of  the  facts  and  representa¬ 
tions  of  the  Trustees.  The  notice  also 
invited  interested  persons  to  submit  com¬ 
ments  on  the  requested  exemption  to  the 
Department  of  Labor  (the  Department). 
One  comment  was  received  urging  that 
the  requested  exemptions  be  granted  and 
that  plans  should  be  able  to  purchase 
goods  from  a  party  in  interest  either  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  class  exemption  or  a  statutory 
exemption  under  section  408(b)  (2)  of 
the  Act.  The  application  and  documents 
(the  application)  submitted  by  the 
Trustees  of  the  Plan  in  support  of  the 
requested  exemption  have  been  availble 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Department 
in  Washington,  D.C.  Based  upon  the  ap¬ 
plication  filed  by  the  Trustees  of  the  Plan 
and  consideration  of  the  public  com¬ 
ment,  the  Department  has  decided  to 
grant  the  requested  exemption  for  the 


transaction  described  in  such  applica¬ 
tion. 

Notice  of  the  requested  exemption,  as 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  was 
given  by  publication  in  the  April  1976  edi¬ 
tion,  Vol.  XXIX-4,  of  the  International 
Union  of  Operating  Engineers  Local 
Union  No.  12  newspaper.  Engineers  News - 
Record  which  was  distributed  to  all  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Union  on  or  about  April  15, 
1976.  Copies  of  the  notice  of  the  re¬ 
quested  exemption  were  mailed  on  May  4, 
1976  to  the  employer  associations  which 
are  signatories  to  the  trust  agreement 
creating  the  Plan. 

General  Information 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  granted  under 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  does  not  re¬ 
lieve  a  fiduciary  with  repect  to  a  plan  to 
which  the  exemption  is  applicable  from 
certain  other  provisions  of  the  Act,  in¬ 
cluding  any  prohibited  transaction  pro¬ 
visions  to  which  the  exemption  does  not 
apply  and  the  general  fiduciary  respon¬ 
sibility  provisions  of  section  404  of  the 
Act  which,  among  other  things,  require 
a  fiduciary  to  discharge  his  duties  ref 
specting  the  plan  solely  in  the  interest  of 
the  plan’s  participants  and  beneficiaries 
and  in  a  prudent  fashion  in  accordance 
with  subsection  (a)  (1)  (B)  of  section  404 
of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  exemption  contained  herein 
does  not  extend  to  transactions  prohib¬ 
ited  under  section  406(b)  of  the  Act; 
and 

(3)  The  exemption'set  forth  herein  is 
supplemental  to,  and  not  in  derogation 
of,  any  other  provisions  of  the  Act,  in¬ 
cluding  statutory  exemptions  and  transi¬ 
tional  rules.  Furthemore,  the  fact  that 
a  transaction  is  the  subject  of  an  exemp¬ 
tion  is  not  dispositive  of  whether  the 
transaction  would  have  been  a  prohib¬ 
ited  transaction  in  the  absence  of  such 
exemption  or,  though  it  would  have  been 
a  prohibited  transaction,  is  exempt  by 
operation  of  a  statutory  exemption  or  a 
transitional  rule. 

Exemption 

Pursuant  to  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  the  procedure  set  forth  in  ERISA 
Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471,  April  28, 
1975)  and  based  upon  the  facts  and  rep¬ 
resentations  contained  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  exemption  submitted  by  the 
Trustees  of  the  Plan  and  consideration 
of  public  comment,  the  Department  finds 
that  it  is  administratively  feasible,  in  the 
interest  of  the  Plan  and  its  participants 
and  beneficiaries,  and  protective  of  the 
rights  of  participants  and  beneficiaries 
of  the  Plan,  to  grant,  and  does  hereby 
grant,  an  exemption,  effective  July  12, 
1976,  so  that  the  restrictions  of  section 
406(a)  of  the  Act  shall  not  apply  to  the 
purchase  of  the  two  excavating  machines 
described  in  the  notice  pursuant  to  the 
terms,  and  conditions,  and  representa¬ 
tions  set  forth  in  the  application. 

The  availability  of  this  exemption  la 
subject  to  the  express  conditions  that  the 
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material  facts  and  representations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  application  are  true  and 
complete  and  that  the  application  ac¬ 
curately  describes  all  material  terms  of 
the  transaction  to  be  consummated  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC.,  this  12th 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  D.  Hutchinson, 
Administrator  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs, 
V.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

]FR  Doc.76-20562  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Employee  Benefits  Security 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
EMPLOYEE  BENEFIT  PLANS 

Pendency  of  Exemption  Relating  to  a 
Transaction  Involving  the  Univar  Retire¬ 
ment  Plan  (Application  No.  D-237) 

July  13,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  pendency 
before  the  Department  of  Labor  (the  De¬ 
partment)  and  the  Internal  Revenue 
Service  (the  Service)  of  a  proposed  ex¬ 
emption  from  the  restrictions  of  sections 
406(a)  and  406(b)  (1)  and  (2)  of  the 
Employee  Retirement  Income  Security 
Act  of  1974  (the  Act)  and  the  taxes  im¬ 
posed  by  sections  4975  (a)  and  (b)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  (the 
Code),  by  reason  of  sections  4975(c)(1) 
(A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code.  The  pend¬ 
ing  exemption  was  requested  in  an  appli¬ 
cation  filed  by  Univar  Corporation  (Uni¬ 
var)  and  the  trustees  of  the  Univar  Re¬ 
tirement  Plan  (the  Plan)  for  the  sale 
by  the  Plan  of  128,751  shares  of  Univar 
common  stock  to  Univar. 

The  application  was  filed  pursuant  to 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code,  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedure  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  PR  18471, 
April  28,  1975)  and  Rev.  Proc.  75-26, 
1975-1  C.B.  722. 

Summary  of  Representations.  The  ap¬ 
plication  contains  representations  with 
regard  to  the  pending  exemption  which 
are  summarized  below.  Interested  per¬ 
sons  are  referred  to  the  application  on 
file  with  the  Department  and  the  Service 
for  the  complete  representations  of 
Univar  and  the  trustees  of  the  Plan. 

The  Plan  is  a  retirement  plan  and  cur¬ 
rently  owns  128,751  shares  of  Univar 
common  stock  which  were  acquired  by 
the  profit  sharing  plan  of  a  predecessor 
of  Univar.  Subsequent  to  the  enactment 
of  the  Act,  Univar  and  the  trustees  of 
the  Plan  decided  that  the  financial  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Plan  should  be  per¬ 
formed  by  a  professional  trustee.  Morgan 
Guaranty  Trust  Company  (Morgan)  has 
agreed  to  act  as  trustee.  However,  it  is 
the  policy  of  Morgan  to  limit  the  invest¬ 
ments  that  it  makes  and  administers  as 
trustee  to  securities  which  satisfy  its  par¬ 
ticular  Investment  crletria.  Morgan  has 
informed  the  Plan  that  Univar  common 
stock  does  not  meet  its  investment  cri¬ 
teria  and  that  it  will  not  accept  these 


securities  as  part  of  the  assets  it  is  to 
administer  as  trustee  of  the  Plan. 

In  order  to  comply  with  Morgan’s  in¬ 
vestment  criteria,  the  present  trustees 
of  the  Plan  propose  to  sell  the  shares  of 
Univar  cpmmon  stock  currently  held  by 
the  Plan  to  Univar  and  to  deliver  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale  to  Morgan  as  trus¬ 
tee  of  the  Plan.  The  sale  will  not  involve 
payment  of  commissions  and  the  price 
will  be  the  higher  of  (i)  the  closing  price 
as  reflected  in  the  New  York  Stock  Ex¬ 
change  Composite  Tape  on  the  trading 
day  immediately  preceding  the  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  of  the 
notification  granting  the  requesting  ex¬ 
emption,  or  (ii)  the  closing  price  on  the 
trading  day  immediately  preceding  the 
day  that  the  securities  are  sold  to  Univar, 
If  no  shares  are  traded  on  either  day, 
the  price  used  for  that  day  will  be  the 
average  of  the  highest  bid  and  the  low¬ 
est  asked  quotations  for  that  day. 

Applicants  believe  that  any  attempt  to 
sell  the  128,751  shares  of  Univar  common 
stock  in  an  open  market  transaction 
would  have  a  significant  depressing  effect 
on  the  market  price,  with  a  resulting  de¬ 
crease  in  the  amount  which  would,  be 
received  by  the  Plan.  Similarly,  any  block 
sale  would  have  to  be  made  at  a  dis¬ 
counted  price.  In  this  regard,  Univar  has 
obtained  a  report  from  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange  describing  the  trading 
activity  in  Univar  common  stock  on  that 
exchange  for  the  twelve  months  ended 
September  30, 1975.  This  report  indicates 
that  the  average  daily  trading  volume 
during  such  twelve  month  period  was 
2,297  shares.1  The  number  of  shares  of 
Univar  common  stock  available  for  trad¬ 
ing  has  been  relatively  small  because  of 
the  large  number  of  shares  held  by  pres¬ 
ent  and  former  officers,  directors,  and  key 
employees.  As  of  August  8,  1975,  Univar 
common  stock  held  by  such  persons  ac¬ 
counted  for  approximately  47.1%  of  the 
shares  issued  and  outstanding.  As  of 
March  2,  1976,  Univar  was  not  aware  of 
any  significant  changes  in  the  percentage 
of  holdings  of  such  stock  since  August  8, 
1975. 

On  March  5, 1976,  the  total  issued  and 
outstanding  common  stock  of  Univar  was 
6,578,835  shares.  Of  this  total,  the  five 
trustees  of  the  Plan  in  the  aggregate  were 
the  beneficial  owners,  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly,  of  248,881  shares.  None  of  these 
trustees  is  currently  selling  or  has  a  pres¬ 
ent  intent  to  sell  Univar  common  stock. 
Four  of  the  five  trustees  of  the  plan  are 
also  officers  or  employees  of  Univar,  and 
one  trustee  is  an  officer  of  a  wholly  owned 
subsidiary. 

Within  seven  days  after  this  notice  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  a 
notice  will  be  posted  on  bulletin  boards 
which  are  regularly  reviewed  by  all  Plan 


1  Effective  on  the  cloee  of  business  Febru¬ 
ary  26,  1976,  Univar  common  stock  was  split 
three-for-one.  The  number  of  shares  of 
common  stock  referred  to.  In  this  notice,  in¬ 
cluding  the  128,751  shares  currently  owned 
by  the  Plan,  takes  this  split  Into  account. 
However,  the  dally  trading  volume  figures 
used  herein  do  not  reflect  the  effect  of  the 
spilt. 


participants,  which  will  set  forth  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  pending  exemption  and  in¬ 
form  the  Plan  participants  of  their  right 
to  submit  comments.  In  addition,  as  soon 
as  feasible  after  this  notice  is  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  it  will  be  mailed 
to  each  Plan  participant  and  beneficiary. 
Each  notification  referred  to  above  will 
include  a  copy  of  the  notice  of  the  pend¬ 
ing  exemption  as  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Copies  of  all  such 
notifications  will  be  forwarded  to  the 
Department  and  the  Service  at  the  time 
they  are  made  available  or  distributed. 

General  information.  The  attention  of 
interested  persons  is  directed  to  the 
following: 

(1)  The  fact  that  a  transaction  is  the 
subject  of  an  exemption  granted  under 
section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)  (2)  of  the  Code  does  not  relieve 
a  fiduciary  or  other  party  in  interest  or 
disqualified  person  with  respect  to  a  plan 
to  which  the  exemption  is  applicable 
from  certain  other  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  the  Code,  including  any  prohibited 
transaction  provisions  to  which  the  ex¬ 
emption  does  not  apply  and  the  general 
fiduciary  responsibility  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  404  of  the  Act,  which,  among  other 
things,  require  a  fiduciary  to  discharge 
his  duties  respecting  the  plan  solely  in 
the  interest  of  the  plan  participants  and 
beneficiaries  and  in  a  prudent  fashion 
in  accordance  with  section  404(a)  (1)  (B) 
of  the  Act:  nor  does  it  affect  the  require¬ 
ment  of  section  401(a)  of  the  Code  that 
a  plan  must  operate  for  the  exclusive 
benefit  of  the  employees  of  the  employer 
maintaining  the  plan  and  their  bene¬ 
ficiaries; 

(21  The  pending  exemption,  if  granted, 
will  not  extend  to  transactions  prohibited 
under  section  406(b)(3)  of  the  Act  and 
section  4975(c)(1)(F)  of  the  Code; 

(3)  Before  an  exemption  may  be  grant¬ 
ed  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and 
section  4975(c)  (2)  of  the  Code,  the  De¬ 
partment  and  the  Service  must  find  that 
the  exemption  is  administratively  feasi¬ 
ble,  in  the  interest  of  the  Plan  and  of 
its  participants  and  beneficiaries,  and 
protective  of  the  rights  of  participants 
and  beneficiaries  of  the  Plan;  and 

(4)  The  pending  exemption,  if  granted, 
is  supplemental  to,  and  not  in  derogation 
of,  any  other  provisions  of  the  Act  and 
the  Code,  including  statutory  exemptions 
and  transitional  rules.  Furthermore,  the 
fact  that  a  transaction  is  the  subject  of 
an  exemption  is  not  dispositive  of  wheth¬ 
er  the  transaction  would  have  been  a 
prohibited  transaction  in  the  absence  of 
such  exemption  or,  though  it  would  have 
been  a  prohibited  transaction,  is  exempt 
by  operation  of  a  statutory  exemption 
or  a  transitional  rule. 

Pursuant  to  section  408(a)  of  the  Act 
and  section  4975(c)  (2)  of  the  Code,  the 
Department  and  the  Service  are  required 
to  offer  an  opportunity  for  a  public 
hearing  where  a  pending  exemption  re¬ 
lates  to  section  406(b)  of  the  Act  and 
section  4975(c)  (1)  (E)  or  (F)  of  the  Code. 
Any  interested  person  may  submit  a 
written  request  that  a  hearing  be  held 
relating  to  the  pending  exemption.  Such 
written  request  must  be  received  by  the 
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Department  on  or  before  August  27, 1976 
and  should  state  the  reasons  for  such 
person’s  request  for  a  hearing  and  the 
nature  of  such  person’s  interest  in  the 
pending  exemption. 

All  interested  persons  are  also  invited 
to  submit  written  comments  on  the  pend¬ 
ing  exemption  contained  herein.  In  order 
to  receive  consideration,  such  comments 
must  be  received  by  the  Department  on 
or  before  August  27, 1976. 

All  written  comments  and  all  requests 
for  a  hearing  (preferably  six  copies) 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Office  of  Em¬ 
ployee  Benefits  Security  Room  N-4716, 
U.S.  Department  of  labor,  Washington, 
D.C.  20216,  Attention:  Application  No. 
D-237.  The  application  for  exemption  re¬ 
ferred  to  herein,  all  such  comments  re¬ 
lating  thereto,  and,  all  requests  for  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Public  Documents  Room  of  the 
Office  of  Employee  Benefits  Security, 
Room  N-4677,  200  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20216. 

Pending  Exemption.  Based  upon  the 
application,  hereinabove  described,  the 
Service  and  the  Department  have  under 
consideration  the  granting  of  the  re¬ 
quested  exemption,  under  the  authority 
of  section  408(a)  of  the  Act  and  section 
4975(c)(2)  of  the  Code  and  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
ERISA  Procedure  75-1  (40  FR  18471, 
April  28,  1975)  and  Rev.  Proc.  75-26, 
1975-1  CJ3.  722  whereby  the  restrictions 
of  sections  406(a)  and  406(b)(1)  and 

(2)  of  the  Act  and  the  taxes  Imposed 
under  sections  4975(a)  and  (b)  of  the 
Code,  by  reason  of  sections  4975(c)(1) 
(A)  through  (E)  of  the  Code,  shall  not 
apply  to  the  sale  to  Unlvar  by  the  Plan  of 
128,751  shares  of  common  stock  of  Uni- 
var  currently  owned  by  the  Plan,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  terms,  conditions  and  rep¬ 
resentations  set  forth  in  the  application. 

The  pending  exemption,  if  granted,  will 
be  subject  to  the  express  conditions  that 
the  material  facts  and  representations 
contained  in  the  application  are  true  and 
complete,  and  that  the  application  ac¬ 
curately  describes  all  material  terms  of 
the  transaction  to  be  consummated  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  exemption. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this _ 

day  of  1976. 

James  D.  Hutchinson, 
Administrator  of  Pension  and 
Welfare  Benefit  Programs, 
U.S.  Department  of  Labor. 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

[FR  Doc.76-20707  Filed  7-14-76:10:34  am] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[TA-W-777] 

ALLIS-CHALMERS  CORP. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA- 
W-777:  Investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 


cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  2,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker  pe¬ 
tition  received  on  April  2,  1976  which 
was  filed  by  the  United  Automobile, 
Aerospace  and  Agricultural  Implement 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  power 
transformers  at  the  Power  Transform¬ 
er  Division  of  the  Allls-Chalmers  Corpo¬ 
ration. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
23,  1976  (41  FR  17028).  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held., 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Allis- 
Chalmers  Corporation,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm,  or,  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales,  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in 
increased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rel¬ 
ative  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  reveals  that  all  of 
the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  at  the  Power  Transformer  Divi¬ 
sion  of  the  Allis-Chalmers  Corporation 
declined  18.4  percent  In  1975  compared 
to  1974.  Employment  declined  in  the  sec¬ 
ond,  third  and  fourth  quarters  of  1975 
compared  to  the  like  quarters  in  1974. 
Employment  also  declined  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1976  compared  to  the  first 
quarter  of  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

v  Production,  in  quantity,  declined  19.1 
percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974.  Pro¬ 
duction  declined  in  the  second,  third, 
and  fourth  quarters  of  1975  compared  to 
the  like  quarters  in  1974.  Production  also 
declined  in  the  first  quarter  of  1976  com- 
■  pared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1975. 


Increase*  Imports 

Imports  of  power  transformers  de¬ 
clined  absolutely  and  relatively  in  1972 
compared  to  1971  before  Increasing  both 
absolutely  and  relatively  in  1973  com¬ 
pared  to  1972.  During  1974  imports  de¬ 
clined  absolutely  compared  to  1973,  while 
U.S.  shipment  and  U.S.  consumption  in¬ 
creased  causing  a  decline  in  both  the  im¬ 
port  to  shipments  and  import  to  con¬ 
sumption  ratios  from  the  previous  year. 

In  1975,  U.S.  imports  increased  substan¬ 
tially  thus  causing  an  increase  in  the  im¬ 
port  to  shipments  and  import  to  con-  ( 
sumption  ratios  from  7.2  and  7.3  percent, 
respectively,  in  1974  to  8.8  and  8.9  per¬ 
cent.  respectively  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Beginning  in  1976,  no  new  orders  for 
the  production  of  power  transformers 
(10,000  KVA  and  larger)  have  been  taken 
by  Allis-Chalmers  for  manufacture  at 
the  West  Allis.  Wisconsin  plant.  Produc¬ 
tion  and  employment  have  declined  at 
the  Power  Transformer  Division  of  the 
West  Allis,  Wisconsin,  plant,of  the  Allis- 
Chalmers  Corporation,  Milwaukee,  Wis¬ 
consin  because  of  increased  import  com¬ 
petition.  Allis-Chalmers  plans  to  be  a  li¬ 
censed  distributor  of  power  transformers 
(10,000  KVA  and  larger)  for  an  offshore 
manufacturer.  Domestic  customers  of 
Allis-Chalmers  Corporation  will  continue 
to  purchase  power  transformers  from 
Allis-Chalmers  but  such  transformers 
will  be  manufactured  offshore.  Officials 
of  Allis-Chalmers  indicated  that  the  de¬ 
cision  to  phase  out  domestic  production 
in  favor  of  becoming  the  licensed  dis¬ 
tributor  for  an  offshore  producer  was  the 
result  of  increased  import  competition. 

In  addition,  management’s  decision  to 
phase-out  domestic  manufacturing  oper¬ 
ations  in  favor  of  a  licensing  arrange¬ 
ment  threatens  to  cause  separations  of 
workers  currently  employed  at  the  West 
Allis,  Wisconsin  plant. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  power  transformers 
produced  by  the  Allis-Chalmers  Corpora¬ 
tion  contributed  importantly  to  the  total 
or  partial  separation  of  the  workers  of 
that  firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following 
certification: 

All  workers  engaged  in  employment  related 
to  the  production  of  power  transformers  at 
the  Power  Transformer  Division  of  the  Allls- 
Chalmers  Corporation,  West  Allis,  Wisconsin 
who  become  totally  or  partially  separated 
from  employment  on  or  after  March  22,  1975 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  tills  28th  '• 
day  of  June  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

[FR  Doc.76-20641  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 
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[TA-W-847] 

AMPCO-PITTSBURGH  CORP. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-847:  investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  30,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  30,  1976  which 
was  filed  by  the  United  Steelworkers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  pipe  thread  protectors 
and  pipe  thread  nipples  for  AMPCO- 
Pittsburgh  Corporation,  Wyckoff  Steel 
Division,  Monaca  Plant,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  May  21, 
1976  (41  FR  20941).  No  public  hearing 
was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  AMPCO- 
Pittsburgh  Corporation,  its  customers, 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
industry  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  each  of  the  group  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974  must  be  met: 

<1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  there¬ 
of,  have  become  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated,  or  are  threatened  to  become  total¬ 
ly  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  either  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  criteria 
(3)  and  (4)  have  not  been  met. 

The  evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  reveals  that  Imports 
of  pipe  thread  protectors  and  pipe  thread 
nipples  are  negligible.  Customers  of  pipe 
thread  nipples  and  pipe  thread  protec¬ 
tors  produced  by  the  Monaca  plant  do 
not  purchase  imports  of  such  products. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  pipe  thread  protectors  and  pipe 


thread  nipples  like  or  direetly  competi¬ 
tive  with  those  produced  by  the  AMPCO- 
Pittsburgh  Corporation,  Wyckoff  Steel 
Division,  Monaca  Plant,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania  are  not  being  imported  in 
Increasing  quantities,  either  actual  or 
relative  to  domestic  production  as  re¬ 
quired  in  section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D  C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

|  PR  Doc .76-20648  Filed  7-16-76:8:45  am) 


|  TA-W-650] 

BELMONT  MANUFACTURING  CORP. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard* 

ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-650  :  investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  27, 1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  February  27,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  Workers  of  America  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  produc¬ 
ing  boys’  sportcoats  and  suit  coats,  men’s 
leisure  suits  and  women’s  coats  and 
jackets  at  the  New  Bedford,  Massachu¬ 
setts  plant  of  Belmont  Manufacturing 
Corporation. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  19, *1976  (41  FR  11638).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Belmont  Mfg. 
Corp.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts, 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  In  the  work¬ 
ers’  firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated  ; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  Imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  In  sales  or  production. 


The  term  “contributed  Importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  al¬ 
though  the  second  criterion  has  been 
met,  the  first,  third  and  fourth  criteria 
have  not  been  met  for  the  different  arti¬ 
cles  produced  in  the  most  recent  three 
years  at  Belmont  Manufacturing  Cor¬ 
poration. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  19  percent  in  1974  com¬ 
pared  to  1973  and  declined  22  percent  in 
1975  compared  to  1974.  Employment  in¬ 
creased  76  percent  in  the  fourth  quarter 
of  1975  compared  to  the  same  quarter  of 
the  previous  year,  and  increased  1240 
percent  in  January,  1976  compared  to 
the  same  month  of  the  prior  year. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  and  sales  are  the  same, 
since  the  clothing  is  produced  to  order 
on  a  contract  basis.  Belmont  produced  a 
variety  of  product  lines  under  contract 
to  apparel  manufacturers.  Boys’  sport¬ 
coats  and  suit  coats  were  produced  begin¬ 
ning  in  February,  1973  and  ceasing  In 
August,  1974.  Men’s  leisure  suits  were 
produced  under  contract  from  Septem¬ 
ber,  1974  through  November,  1974.  Wom¬ 
en’s  knit  coats  were  produced  for  one 
month  only  in  March,  1975,  and  women’s 
woven  coats  and  jackets  were  produced 
beginning  in  May,  1975  and  ceasing  in 
October,  1975.  Another  contract  for 
leisure  suits  caused  production  to  com¬ 
mence  in  November,  1975  and  to  con¬ 
tinue  at  increasing  levels  to  the  present. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  tailored 
dress  coats  and  sportcoats  increased  both 
absolutely  and  relatively  in  each  year 
from  1971  to  1973.  Imports  decreased  ab¬ 
solutely  from  1973  to  1974.  The  ratios  of 
imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  dress  coats 
and  sportcoats  to  domestic  production 
and  consumption  increased  from  19.2 
percent  and  16.2  percent,  respectively, 
in  1973  to  21.2  percent  and  17.5  percent, 
respectively,  in  1974. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  tailored 
suits  Increased  absolutely  and  relatively 
in  each  year  from  1971  through  1974. 
The  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  and  consumption  increased  from  10.1 
percent  and  9.2  percent,  respectively.  In 

1973  to  12.2  percent  and  10.9  percent, 
respectively,  in  1974. 

Imports  of  women’s,  misses’,  juniors’, 
girls’,  children’s  and  infants’  knit  coats 
and  jackets  declined  absolutely  and  re¬ 
latively  in  each  year  from  1971  through 
1973.  Imports  Increased  absolutely  and 
relatively  from  1973  to  1974,  and  then 
decreased  absolutely  and  relatively  from 

1974  to  1975.  The  ratios  of  imports  to 
domestic  production  and  consumption 
declined  from  3.0  percent  and  2.9  percent, 
respectively,  in  1974  to  2.0  percent  and 
2.0  percent,  respectively,  in  1975. 

Imports  of  women’s  woven  coats  and 
jackets  declined  relatively  in  each  year 
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from  1971  to  1973,  declined  absolutely 
and  relatively  from  1973  to  1974  and  de¬ 
clined  relatively  from  1974  to  1975.  Hie 
ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  and  consumption  declined  from  37.4 
percent  and  27.2  percent,  respectively, 
in  1974  to  29.6  percent  and  22.8  percent, 
respectively,  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Belmont  produced  boys’  sportcoats  and 
suit  coats  from  1973  through  August, 
1974.  The  manufacturer  for  whom  Bel¬ 
mont  produced  sportcoats  terminated 
the  contract  due  to  declining  demand 
from  their  customers.  Retail  customers 
of  Belmont’s  manufacturer  did  not 
switch  to  imports  in  1974.  Those  custom¬ 
ers  who  reduced  purchases  from  the 
manufacturer  in  1974  switched  to  other 
domestic  manufacturers  in  order  to  ob¬ 
tain  a  wider  variety  of  styles  not  pro¬ 
duced  by  Belmont  at  that  time. 

Belmont  produced  men’s  leisure  suits 
from  September,  1974  through  November, 
1974.  All  workers  who  produced  men’s 
leisure  suits  were  laid  off  on  or  before 
February  24,  1975,  more  than  one  year 
before  the  date  of  the  petition.  Section 
223(b)  (1)  states  in  substance  that  a  cer¬ 
tification  issued  under  this  section  shall 
not  apply  to  any  workers  whose  last  total 
or  partial  separation  occurred  more  than 
one  year  from  the  date  of  the  petition. 

Belmont  produced  women’s  knit  coats 
for  one  month  in  March,  1975.  Belmont 
was  allotted  this  contract  in  order  to 
expedite  completion  of  one  manufactur¬ 
er’s  unfinished  orders  of  women’s  knit 
coats  for  Spring  of  1975. 

Belmont  produced  women’s  knit  coats 
and  jackets  from  May  through  October, 
1975  for  two  manufacturers.  Belmont 
terminated  the  first  contract  in  Septem¬ 
ber,  1975.  The  manufacturer  had  com¬ 
pleted  orders  for  women’s  lined  coats  for 
Winter  and  was  ready  to  start  producing 
unlined  women’s  coats  for  Spring.  Bel¬ 
mont’s  equipment  is  designed  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  lined  coats.  Production  of  un¬ 
lined  coats  would  result  in  an  underutili¬ 
zation  of  the  company's  equipment. 

Belmont  then  produced  women's  suede 
coats  for  another  manufacturer  from 
September  1975  through  November  1975. 
Belmont  opted  to  terminate  this  contract 
in  order  to  procure  a  contract  for  men’s 
leisure  suits,  for  which  Belmont’s  equip¬ 
ment  is  optimally  designed.  A  survey  of 
the  manufacturer’s  retail  buyers  of 
women’s  coats  and  jackets  showed  that 
these  customers  did  not  switch  to  im¬ 
ports  in  1975  or  1976. 

Belmont  commenced  production  of 
men’s  leisure  suits  in  November,  1975. 
Employment  increased  in  the  fourth 
quarter  of  1975,  compared  to  the  same 
quarter  of  the  previous  year,  and  in  the 
first  month  of  1976  compared  to  the  first 
month  of  1975. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  course  of  the  investigation, 
I  conclude  that  Increases  of  imports  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  boys’  sport¬ 
coats  and  suit  coats,  women’s  knit  coats, 
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women’s  woven  coats  and  jackets,  and 
men’s  leisure  suits  produced  at  Belmont 
Manufacturing  Corporation,  located  in 
New  Bedford,  Massachusetts,  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separations  of  the  workers  at 
such  plant.  Signed  at  Washington,  D.C. 
this  29th  day  of  June  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 
IFR  Doc.76-20631  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-076] 

BILLFOLD  CORPORATION  OF  AMERICA 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petiton  dated  June  8, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Billfold  Corporation  of 
America,  Bo  Rincon,  Gukabo,  Puerto 
Rico  (TA-W-976).  Accordingly,  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation 
as  provided  in  Section  221(a)  of  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  wallets,  key 
cases  and  pockets  produced  by  Billfold 
Corporation  of  America  or  an  appropri¬ 
ate  subdivision  thereof  have  contributed 
importantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  under  Title  IL  Chap¬ 
ter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part 
90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 


Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
IFR  Doc.76-20673  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


ITA-W-950] 

BROWN  SHOE  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  24,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  6, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  by 
the  Boot  and  Shoe  Workers  Union  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  workers  and  former  workers 
of  Versailles,  Missouri  plant  of  Shown 
Shoe  Company,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  (TA¬ 
W-950)  .  Accordingly,  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  leather  sandals 
and  vinyl  handbags  for  women  produced 
by  Brown  Shoe  Company,  or  an  appro¬ 
priate  subdivision  thereof  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  an  absolute  de¬ 
cline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual 
or  threatened  total  or  partial  separation 
of  a  significant  number  or  proportion  of 
the  workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 
The  investigation  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90.  " 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  00.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
July  26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  24th 
day  of  June  197ft. 

Martin  M.  Poors, 
Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-20851  Filed  7-1 5-76; 8: 46  am] 


[TA-W-078] 

CANTERBURY  BELTS  OF  ' 
PUERTO  RICO,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  4, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221  (a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
cm  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Canterbury  Belts  of  Puerto 
Rico,  Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rico  (TA-W- 
978) .  Accordingly,  the  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has  Insti¬ 
tuted  an  Investigation  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  leather  belts 
and  wallets  produced  by  Canterbury 
Belts  of  Puerto  Rico,  Inc.,  or  an  appro¬ 
priate  subdivision  thereof  have  contrib¬ 
uted  importantly  to  an  absolute  decline 
in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of 
the  workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 
The  investigation  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified 
as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  In  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  ad¬ 
dress  shown  below,  not  later  than  July  26, 
1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 


Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
[FR  Doc.76-20675  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


ITA-W-832] 

CARDOZO  MANUFACTURING  CO.,  INC. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TW-W-832 :  investigation  regarding 

certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  30,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  aluminum  tennis 
rackets  at  Cardozo  Manufacturing 
Company,  Incorporated,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  21.  1976  (41  FR  20943).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Cardozo 
Manufacturing  Company,  its  customers, 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
industry  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of '1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  'or 
proportion  of  the  workers  in  such  work¬ 
ers’  firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  Imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  Kansas  City  plant  decreased  by  70 


percent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1976  com¬ 
pared  to  the  same  period  in  1975.  Lay¬ 
offs  and  partial  separations  occurred 
during  the  last  week  In  June  and  first 
week  in  July  1975;  during  the  last  two 
weeks  in  November  1975;  and  again  dur¬ 
ing  the  last  week  in  February  and  the 
first  three  weeks  in  March  1976. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  at  the  Kansas  City  plant 
declined  in  quantity  by  8  percent  in  1975 
from  1974  and  declined  79  percent  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1976  compared  to  the 
first  quarter  of  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  tennis  rackets  increased  in 
quantity  each  year  from  3.2  million  units 
in  1971  to  7.5  million  units  in  1975.  In 
1975,  the  quantity  of  imported  tennis 
rackets  amounted  to  77  percent  of  the 
quantity  of  rackets  domestically  con¬ 
sumed. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Imports  of  tennis  rackets  increased  in 
quantity  and  in  dollar  value  each  year 
during  the  1971-1975  period.  The  quan¬ 
tity  of  imported  tennis  rackets  in  1975 
was  greater  than  three  times  the  quan¬ 
tity  of  tennis  rackets  produced  domesti¬ 
cally  during  the  same  period. 

In  1975,  imports  of  low  and  middle- 
priced  tennis  rackets  continued  to  repre¬ 
sent  a  large  share  of  the  import  market. 
Customers  of  the  Cardozo  Company  in¬ 
dicated  that  the  low-price  rackets  which 
are  now  being  imported  are  much  im¬ 
proved  in  quality  compared  to  the  low- 
priced  rackets  which  were  imported  in 
1973  and  1974.  Tennis  rackets  produced  , 
by  the  Cardozo  Company  are  sold  in  the 
low  and  middle  price  ranges.  Customers 
have  decreased  purchases  of  rackets 
from  the  Cardozo  Company  and  in¬ 
creased  purchases  of  imported  rackets. 

Since  January  1976,  the  Cardozo  Com¬ 
pany  has  increased  its  purchases  of  im¬ 
ported  wood  and  metal  tennis  rackets. 
In  the  first  quarter  of  1976  Cardozo  im¬ 
ported  more  than  twice  the  number  of 
rackets  it  produced.  -  . 

Reduced  sales  by  the  Cardozo  Manu¬ 
facturing  Company  due  to  increased  im¬ 
port  competition  resulted  in  employment 
and  production  declines  at  the  Kansas 
City  plant  beginning  in  mid-1975. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  aluminum  tennis  rack¬ 
ets  produce  at  the  Cardozo  Manufac¬ 
turing  Company  contributed  importantly 
to  the  total  or  partial  separation  of  the 
workers  of  that  firm.  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974, 

I  make  the  following  certification; 

“All  workers  of  Cardozo  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Company,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  who 
became  or  will  become  totally  or  par¬ 
tially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  April  30,  1975  are  eligible  to  apply 
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for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  33, 
Chapter  2  of  the  Tirade  Act  of  1974.* 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

James  P,  Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

| PR  Doc.76-20646  Filed  7-1 5-76; 8: 45  am] 


[TA-W-968] 

CARLING  NATIONAL  BREWERS,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  21, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221  (a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  by 
the  Brewery  Workers  and  Soft  Drink 
Bottlers  of  America  on  behalf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workers  of  Natick, 
Massachusetts  plant  of  Carling  National 
Brewers,  Inc.,  a  division  of  Carling 
O’Keith  Ltd.,  Ontario,  Canada  (TA-W- 
968) .  Accordingly,  the  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has  In¬ 
stituted  an  Investigation  as  provided  In 
section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  Is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  the  production  of 
malt  beverages — Carling  Black  Label 
Beer  and  Red  Cap  Ale  produced  and  pro¬ 
vided  by  Carling  National  Brewers,  Inc., 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
have  contributed  importantly  to  an  ab¬ 
solute  decline  in  sales  or  production,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
July  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  tills  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 


sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  UJS.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

I FR  Doc.76-20686  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


JTA-W-639] 

CHARLES  RABIN  AND  CO.,  INC. 

Notice  of  Negatiye  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-639:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  1976,  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  the  same  date  which 
was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  men’s 
lounging  and  bath  robes  at  the  Frack- 
ville.  Pa.  plant  of  Charles  Rabin  and 
Company,  Inc.,  New  York,  New  York. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  March 
12,  1976  (41  FR  10653).  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Charles  Rabin, 
its  customers,  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  International  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  there¬ 
of,  have  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated,  or  are  threatened  to  become  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela-» 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  al¬ 
though  the  first  two  criteria  have  been 
met,  the  third  and  fourth  criteria  have 
not  been  met. 


Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  declined  4  percent  in  1974  com¬ 
pared  to  1973,  and  dropped  21  percent 
from  1974  to  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  men’s  robes  rose  8  percent  in 
1974  compared  to  1973,  then  declined  2 
percent  from  1974  to  1975.  Production  of 
men’s  robes  fell  11  percent  from  1973  to 
1974,  and  23  percent  from  1974  to  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  women’s  robes, 
smoking  jackets,  dusters,  housecoats, 
beach  robes  and  lounging  garments  de¬ 
creased  absolutely  and  relative  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  in  each  year  from  1971 
through  1973.  Imports  increased  abso¬ 
lutely  and  relatively  from  1973  to  1974. 
From  1974  to  1975,  imports  declined  ab¬ 
solutely  by  35  percent.  The  ratio  of 
imports  to  domestic  production  and 
consumption  fell  from  10.9  percent 
and  9.9  percent  respectively  in  1974 
to  7.3  percent  and  6.8  percent  respec¬ 
tively  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  surveyed  who  decreased 
purchases  from  Charles  Rabin  did  so  be¬ 
cause  of  declining  retail  sales  or  because 
of  a  switch  to  other  domestic  manu¬ 
facturers. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  course  of  the  investigation, 
I  conclude  that  increases  of  imports  like 
or  directly  competitive  with  men’s  loung¬ 
ing  robes  produced  at  the  Frackville, 
Pennsylvania  plant  of  Charles  Rabin  and 
Co.,  New  York  City,  New  York,  did  not 
contribute  importantly  to  the  total  or 
partial  separations  of  the  workers  at 
such  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  7th 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  D.  Hoover, 

Acting  Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.76-20630  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


JTA-W-790] 

CLUETT  PEABODY  &  CO.,  INC. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-790;  investigation  regarding  certi¬ 
fication  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  9,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker  pe- 
tion  received  on  April  9,  1976  which  was 
filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing  work¬ 
ers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  men’s  dress 
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and  business  shirt*  at  the  Troy,  New 
York  plant  of  the  Airow  Company. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
17029)  on  April  23,  1976.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination'  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Arrow 
Company  and  its  customers;  the  Nation¬ 
al  Cotton  Council,  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  U.8.  International  Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts,  and  De¬ 
partment  flies. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  there¬ 
of,  have  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely ; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions.  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  "contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause.  - 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
the  Troy  plant  decreased  2.2  percent  in 
1974  compared  to  1973  and  10.6  percent 
in  1975  compared  to  1974. 

Sales  or  Production  or  Both  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  are  not  measured  separately  for 
shirts  produced  at  the  Troy  plant.  Total 
company-wide  sales  of  men’s  dress  and 
business  shirts  declined  13.0  percent  in 
1974  compared  to  1973  and  18.3  percent 
in  1975  compared  to  1974.  Production 
at  the  Troy  plant  declined  3.5  percent  in 
1974  compared  to  1973  and  3C.4  percent 
in  1975  compared  to  1974. 

Increased  Imports  • 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  knit  and 
woven,  dress  and  sport  shirts,  excluding 
T-shirts  and  woven  sport  flflrts  in¬ 
creased  from  1971  to  1972,  decreased  in 
1973  and  1974  compared  to  the  previous 
year,  and  increased  to  97.0  million  units 
in  1975  from  90.5  million  units  in  1974. 

Contributed  Importantly 

While  Arrow  Company’s  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  of  its  shirts  was  substantially  de¬ 
creased  in  1975  compared  tn  1974,  Arrow 


Company  greatly  increased  its  purchases 
of  imported  shirts  in  1975  compared  to 

1974.  All  shirts  imported  by  Arrow  are 
sold  under  the  Arrow  label.  Customers 
surveyed  indicated  that  although  their 
purchases  from  Arrow  had  increased  in 

1975,  a  greater  proportion  of  the  shirts 
purchased  from  Arrow  had  been  manu¬ 
factured  in  foreign  facilities. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  woven  dress 
shirts  produced  at  the  Troy,  New  York 
plant  of  Arrow  Company,  contributed 
importantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  the  workers  of  that  plant.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act,  I  make  the  following  certification; 

All  workers  at  the  Troy,  New  York  plant 
of  Arrow  Company  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  March  16,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chap¬ 
ter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  28th 
day  of  June  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

{FR  Doc.76-20643  FUed  7-15-76;8:45  ami 


[TA-W-6761 

CONSOLIDATED  PANTS  INC. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-676:  investigation  regarding  certifica¬ 
tion  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  sec¬ 
tion  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  19,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  March  19,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  Amalgamated 
Clothing  Workers  of  America  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  producing 
women’s  slacks  at  the  Hammonton,  New 
Jersey  plant  of  Consolidated  Pants  In¬ 
corporated. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
2,  1976  (41  FR  14229).  No  public  hearing 
was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Consolidated 
Pants,  Inc.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eligi¬ 
bility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
each  of  the  group  eligibility  requirements 
of  Section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  for  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  there¬ 


of,  have  become  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated,  or  are  threatened  to  become  total¬ 
ly  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  ‘‘contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  bjut 
not  necessarily  more  Important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant,  Total  or  Partial 
Separation 

The  average  number  of  workers  at 
Consolidated  declined  7.4  percent  from 

1973  to  1974  and  declined  22.3  percent 
from  1974  to  1975.  From  the  first  quarter 
of  1974  to  the  first  quarter  of  1976,  em¬ 
ployment  declined  in  each  quarter  when 
compared  to  the  same  quarter  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  year. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  women’s  slacks  Increased  2.0 
percent  from  1973  to  1974  and  then  de¬ 
clined  62.2  percent  from  1974  to  1975. 

Production  of  women’s  slacks  at  Con¬ 
solidated  declined  7.2  percent  from  1973 
to  1974  and  declined  66.5  percent  from 

1974  to  the  first  quarter  of  1976,  produc¬ 
tion  declined  in  each  quarter  when  com¬ 
pared  to  the  same  quarter  of  the  previous 
year. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  ladies’  and  children's  woven 
slacks,  jeans  and  shorts  increased  from 
61.7  million  pairs  in  1971  to  66.3  million 
pairs  in  1972.  Imports  then  declined  in 
1973  and  1974.  In  1975,  imports  in¬ 
creased  again  to  65.2  million  pairs.  Im¬ 
ports  of  ladies’  and  children’s  woven 
slacks,  jeans,  and  shorts  Increased  18.5 
percent  from  1974  to  1975.  The  ratios  of 
imports  to  domestic  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  increased  from  23.9  percent 
and  19.3  percent  respectively,  in  1974 
to  24.8  percent  and  19.9  percent  respec¬ 
tively,  in  1975. 

Imports  of  ladies’  and  children’s 
knit  slacks  and  shorts  increased  in  each 
year  from  74.7  million  pairs  in  1971  to 
80.0  million  pairs  in  1973.  Imports  de¬ 
clined  in  1974  and  then  increased  to  55.2 
million  pairs  in  1975.  Imports  of  ladles’ 
and  children’s  knit  slacks  and  shorts  in¬ 
creased  6.0  percent  from  1974  to  1975. 
The  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  increased  from 
42.0  percent  and  30.0  percent,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  1974  to  46.0  percent  and  31.0 
percent,  respectively,  in  1975. 

,  Contributed  Importantly 

Consolidated  stitches  for  two  manu¬ 
facturers.  These  manufacturers  and 
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their  customers  have  reduced  purchases 
of  domestically  produced  slacks  because 
of  increased  imports  of  less  expensive 
slacks. 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  inveslgation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  women’s  slacks  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  Hammonton,  N.J.  plant  of 
Consolidated  Pants,  Inc.  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  of  that  plant.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
I  make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  at  the  Hammonton  plant  of 
Consolidated  Pants,  Incorporated.  Ham¬ 
monton,  New  Jersey  who  became  totally  or 
partially  separated  from  employment  on  or 
after  March  9,  1976  are  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II,  Chap¬ 
ter  2,  of  the  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D  C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976.  - 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

I  PR  Doc.76-206S3  Piled  7-16-76:8  :46  am] 


ITA-W-688) 

DAME  BELT  CO.,  INC.  AND  MAC 
ORIGINALS,  INC. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
of  Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-588;  Investigation  regarding  cer¬ 
tification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
February  6, 1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  February  6,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  Pocketbook  and 
Novelty  Workers  Union,  on  behalf  of 
workers  and  former  workers  producing 
leather  handbags  at  the  plant  of  Mac 
Originals,  Inc.,  New  York,  New  York. 
The  investigation  was  expanded  to  in¬ 
clude  the  parent  firm,  Dame  Belt  Co., 
Inc. 

The  Notice  of  the  Investigation  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  20, 1976  (41  FR  7830) .  No  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  Dame  Belt,  Inc., 
its  customers,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  industry  analysts  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  qf  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated  ; 


(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly’’ 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
Dame  Belt  and  its  affiliate  including  Mac 
Originals,  Inc.  declined  28.1  percent  in 
1974  compared  with  1973  and  declined 

2.7  percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Mac  Originals  produces  leather  hand¬ 
bags  for  Dame  Belt.  Sales  of  leather 
handbags  in  terms  of  quantity  declined 

5.7  percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974. 

Total  production  in  terms  of  quantity 

of  Dame  Belt  and  its  affiliates  including 
Mac  Originals  fell  in  1975  by  17.0  per¬ 
cent  compared  with  1974. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  leather  handbags  increased 
56.8  percent  in  1972  compared  with  1971, 
decreased  8.6  percent  in  1973  compared 
with  1972,  decreased  40.9  percent  in  1974 
compared  with  1973  and  increased  19.1 
percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974.  Im¬ 
ports  of  of  all  handbags,  including  those 
constructed  of  leather,  increased  16.5 
percent  in  1972  compared  with  1971,  de¬ 
creased  0.3  percent  in  1973  compared 
with  1972,  decreased  18.8  percent  in  1974 
compared  with  1973  and  increased  6.6 
percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974. 
The  ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  and  consumption  of  all  handbags  in¬ 
creased  from  70.0  percent  and  41.5  per¬ 
cent  respectively  in  1974  to  76.9  percent 
and  43.9  percent  respectively  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  Mac  Originals,  Inc.  lea¬ 
ther  handbags,  representing  approxi¬ 
mately  45  percent  of  sales,  indicated  that 
in  1975  they  began  to  shift  their  pur¬ 
chases  of  leather  handbags  away  from 
Mac  Originals,  Inc.  in  favor  of  those 
manufactured  abroad.  Customers  indi¬ 
cated  that  they  found  the  prices  of  im¬ 
ported  leather  handbags  more  attractive 
than  those  domestically  produced  by 
Mac  Originals,  Inc. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  leather  handbags  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  New  York  City  plant  con¬ 


tributed  importantly  to  the  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation  of  the  workers  at  that 
firm.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Act,  I  make  the  following  certi¬ 
fication: 

All  workers  of  Dame  Belt  Company,  Incor¬ 
porated,  New  York,  New  York  and  Its  sub¬ 
sidiary  Mac  Originals,  Incorporated,  New 
York,  New  York  engaged  In  employment  re¬ 
lated  to  the  production  of  handbags  who  be¬ 
came  totally  or  partially  separated  from  em¬ 
ployment  on  or  after  January  28,  1976  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  21st 
day  of  June  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

|FR  Doc.76-20628  Filed  7-16-76:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-972] 

DEBRA  CO.,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  2, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Debra  Company,  Inc.,  Maya- 
guez,  Puerto  Rico  (TA-W-972) .  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  Section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  women’s  and 
men’s  underwear,  produced  by  Debra 
Company,  Inc.,  or  an  appropriate  sub¬ 
division  thereof  have  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  6uch  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or  threat¬ 
ened  total  or  partial  separation  of  a  sig¬ 
nificant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  under  Title  n,  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  Interest  in  the  subject  a  pub- ' 
the  investigation  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  July 
26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  A s- 
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sistance,  At  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  Is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.76-20669  FUed  7-15-76;8:45  atn] 


ITA— W-97H 

EAST  WEST  MUSICAL  INSTRUMENTS 
CO.,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  23, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section 
221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the 
Act”)  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and 
former  workers  of  East  West  Musical  In¬ 
struments  Company,  Inc.,  San  Francisco, 
California  (TA-W-979) .  Accordingly,  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation  as 
provided  in  section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and 
29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  leather  jackets 
and  coats  for  men  and  women  produced 
by  East  West  Musical  Instruments  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  produc¬ 
tion,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision 
and  to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or 
partial  separation  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision.  The  Investigation 
will  further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
determination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  6hown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26,  1976. 


The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

(FR  Doc .76-20676  Filed  7-15-76:8:46  am] 


[TA-W-959] 

ELECTRO  MECHANICAL  PRODUCTS 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  29,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  3, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221  (a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  by 
the  United  Steelworkers  of  America  on 
behalf  of  the  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  of  Oglesby,  Ill.  plant  of  the  Indiana 
General  Division  of  Electro-Mechanical 
Products  a  division  of  Electronic  Mem¬ 
ories  &  Magnetics  Corp..  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  (TA-W-959) .  Accordingly,  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation  as 
provided  in  section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and 
29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  direct  current 
motors  for  industry  applications  pro¬ 
duced  by  Electro-Mechanical  products, 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
have  contributed  importantly  to  an  ab¬ 
solute  decline  in  sales  or  production,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion-  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
July  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  this  investigation  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 


/ 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-20657  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-706,  707] 

FAIRFIELD  GLOVE  COMPANY,  INC. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of  La¬ 
bor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA-W- 
706,  707:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  26,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  work¬ 
ers  and  former  workers  producing  work 
gloves  at  Fairfield  Glove  Company,  Inc., 
Fairfield  and  Bonaparte,  Iowa. 

The  notices  of  investigation  were  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  13.  1976  (41  FR  15486-15487) .  No 
public  hearing  was  requested  and  none 
was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  .of  Fairfield 
Glove  Company,  Inc.,  its  customers,  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  indus¬ 
try  analysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers' 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com- 
/petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rel¬ 
ative  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  investigation  revealed  that  all  four 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met.  J 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  workers  at  the 
Fairfield,  Iowa  plant  declined  13.5  per-^ 
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cent  in  1975  oomp&red  to  1974  and  de¬ 
clined  10.5  percent  in  the  first  quarter  of 
1976  compared  to  the  first  quarter  of 
1975.  The  average  number  of  workers  at 
the  Bonaparte,  Iowa  plant  declined  19.4 
percent  in  1975  compared  to  1974  and 
declined  7.4  percent  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1976  compared  to  the  first  quarter  of 
1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have  De¬ 
creased  Absolutely 

At  the  Fairfield,  Iowa  plant,  sales  de¬ 
clined  1.7  percent  In  1974  compared  to 

1973,  declined  24.0  percent  in  1975  from 

1974,  and  decreased  17.5  percent  in  the 
first  quarter  of  1976  compared  to  the  first 
quarter  of  1975.  Sales  of  work  gloves  at 
the  Bonaparte,  Iowa  plant  Increased  0.5 
percent  in  1974  from  1973,  increased  6.6 
percent  in  1975  from  1974,  and  declined 

38.1  percent  in  the  first  quarter  of  1976 
compared  to  the  first  quarter  of  1975. 

Production  of  work  gloves  declined 

25.1  percent  and  37.9  percent  respective¬ 
ly  at  the  Fairfield,  Iowa  and  Bonaparte, 
Iowa  plants  in  1975  from  1974. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  work  gloves  increased  rela- 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  con¬ 
sumption  in  each  year  from  1972  through 

1975,  The  ratios  of  imported  work  gloves 
to  domestic  production  and  consumption 
increased  from  10.0  percent  and  9.1  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1971  to  25.7  percent 
and  20.4  percent,  respectively,  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  Indicates  that  cus¬ 
tomers  of  work  gloves  who  reduced  pur¬ 
chases  from  Fairfield  Glove  Company, 
Inc.  increased  purchases  of  imported 
work  gloves  in  recent  years. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  con¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  work  gloves  produced 
by  Fairfield  Glove  Company,  Inc.,  Fair- 
field  and  Bonaparte,  Iowa  contributed 
importantly  to  the  total  or  partial  sepa¬ 
ration  of  the  workers  of  that  firm.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974, 1  make  the  following 
certification : 

AU  workers  of  Fairfield  Glove  Company, 
Inc.,  Fairfield  and  Bonaparte,  Iowa,  who  be¬ 
came  or  will  become  totally  or  partially  sepa¬ 
rated  from  employment  on  or  after  March  9, 
1975  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  2nd 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  D.  Hoover, 

Acting  Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-20639  Filed  7-16-76:8:45  am) 
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[TA-W-743J 

FAIRVIEW  MANUFACTURING  CO. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-743:  investigation  regarding  cer¬ 
tification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  work¬ 
er  adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed 
in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  26,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  on  behalf 
of  workers  and  former  workers  engaged 
in  the  production  of  men’s  sport  slacks 
at  Fairview  Manufacturing  Co  ,  Ham- 
monton,  N.J. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  13,  1976  (41  FR  15487).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  L.  Greif  Bros., 
the  parent  corporation  of  Fairview  Mfg. 
Co.,  its  customers,  the  National  Cotton 
Council  of  America,  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  International 
Trade  Commission,  industry  analysts 
and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eligi¬ 
bility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance, 
each  of  the  group  eligibility  requirements 
of  Section  222  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  there¬ 
of,  have  become  totally  or  partially  sep¬ 
arated,  or  are  threatened  to  become  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly’’ 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that 
all  four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been 
met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  workers  de¬ 
creased  48  percent  in  1975  compared  to 
1974. 


Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  fell  49  percent  in  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  1974. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  dress  and 
sport  trousers  and  shorts  increased  in 
1972  compared  to  1971,  decreased  in  1973 
and  1974  but  rose  39  percent  in  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  1974.  The  ratios  of  imports  to 
domestic  production  and  consumption 
increased  from  18.2  percent  and  15.4  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1974  to  31.4  percent 
and  23.8  percent  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Some  customers  indicated  that  they 
reduced  purchases  of  men’s  sport  slacks 
from  Fairview  Mfg.  Co.  and  switched  to 
offshore  producers. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  sport  slacks  pro¬ 
duced  at  Fairview  Manufacturing  Co., 
Hammonton,  N.J.  did  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  of  that  plant.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

1  make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  engaged  in  employment  re¬ 
lated  to  the  production  of  men’s  sport  slacks 
at  Fairview  Manufacturing  Co.,  Hammon¬ 
ton,  N.J.  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after 
March  17,  1975  are  eligible  to  apply  for  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chapter 

2  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

|FR  Doc.76-20640  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


,  (TA-W-973) 

GARY  GARMENT 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Ap)tly  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  30.  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  2, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
<a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act’’) 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Gary  Garment,  Mayaguez, 
Puerto  Rico  (TA-W-973).  Accordingly, 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs, '  's  instituted  an  investi¬ 
gation  as  provided  in  section  221(a)  of 
the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di- 
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rectly  competitive  with  embroidered 
underwear  produced  by  Gary  Garment, 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
have  contributed  importantly  to  an  ab¬ 
solute  decline  in  sales  or  production,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation  of  a  significant  number 
or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivison  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti* 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
July  26, 1976.  ' 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Mar  vi  i»  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

(FR  Doc .76-20679  Filed  7-16-76; 8: 45  am] 


[TA-W-954] 

GIBSON,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  29,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  1, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  by 
the  United  Steelworkers  of  America  on 
behalf  of  the  workers  and  former  workers 
of  Gibson,  Inc.,  Kalamazoo,  Michigan  a 
subsidiary  of  Norlin  Music,  Chicago,  HI. 
(TA-W-954).  Accordingly,  the  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
Bureau  of  International  Labor  Affairs, 
has  instituted  an  investigation  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29 
CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  Imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  guitars,  banjos, 
madoltns  and  parts  produced  by  Gibson, 
Incorporated,  or  an  appropriate  subdivl- 
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sion  thereof  have  contributed  imj>or- 
tantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 
production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  and  to  the  actual  or  threatened 
total  or  partial  separation  of  a  significant 
number  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision.  The  Investiga¬ 
tion  will  further  relate,  as  appropriate, 
to  the  determination  of  the  date  on  which 
total  or  partial  separations  began  or 
threatened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision 
of  the  firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the 
eligibility  requirements  of  Section  222  of 
the  Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  Subpart 
B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  Investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  In 
writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International  La¬ 
bor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-^20653  FUed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-702] 

GRAN  DOE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-702:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  19,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  March  19,  1976 
which  was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and 
former  workers  producing  leather  and 
fabric  gloves  at  the  Grandoe  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Gloversville,  New  York. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April  2, 
1S76  (41  FR  14230) .  No  public  hearing 
was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  the  Grandoe  Cor¬ 
poration,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Intema- 
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tional  Trade  Commission,  industry  ana¬ 
lysts,  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  worker’s 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  "contributed  importantly** 
means  a  cause  which  is  Important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than 
any  other  cause. 

Without  regard  to  whether  any  of  the 
other  criteria  have  been  met,  criterion 
(3)  has  not  been  met. 

The  Gloverville  plant  produces  pri¬ 
marily  dress  and  semi-dress  gloves  and 
mittens  in  textiles,  textile/leather  com¬ 
binations  and  all  leather. 

Imports  of  dress  and  semi-dress  gloves 
and  mittens,  textile  and  textile/leather 
combinations  in  terms  of  quantity  de¬ 
creased  17  percent  in  1975  compared  to 

1974.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  domestic 
prdouction  decreased  from  277.8  percent 
in  1974  to  221.2  percent  in  1975,  which 
was  below  the  1971-1974  average  of  249.4 
percent. 

Imports  of  dress  and  semi-dress  gloves 
and  mittens,  all  leather,  in  terms  of 
quantity  decreased  7  percent  in  1975 
compared  to  1974.  The  ratio  of  imports 
to  domestic  production  decreased  from 
56.5  percent  in  1974  to  47.9  percent  in 

1975,  which  was  below  the  1971-1974  av¬ 
erage  of  127.6  percent. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  imports  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  dress  and  semi-dress 
gloves  and  mittens  in  textiles,  all  leather 
and  textile/leather  combinations  pro¬ 
duced  at  the  Grandoe  Corporation, 
Gloversville,  New  York  did  not  increase 
as  required  by  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974.  Therefore,  workers  at  the 
Grandoe  Corporation,  Gloversville,  New 
York  plant  are  denied  eligibility  to  apply 
for  trade  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  6th 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 
Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

[FR  Doc.76-20636  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 
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(TA-W-861 ) 

INTERNATIONAL  SHOE  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  24,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  17, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”),  by 
the  Boot  and  Shoe  Workers  Union  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  workers  and  former  workers 
of  Windsor,  Missouri  plant  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Shoe  Co.,  a  division  of  Interco, 
Inc.,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  (TA-W-951). 
Accordingly,  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  men’s  boots  and 
shoes  produced  by  International  Shoe 
Co.,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
have  contributed  importantly  to  an  ab¬ 
solute  decline  in  sales  or  production,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to 
the  determination  of  the  date  on  which 
total  or  partial  separations  began  or 
threatened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision 
of  the  firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the 
eligibility  requirements  of  Section  222  of 
the  Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  n,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of 
29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  July 
26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210, 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  24th 
day  of  June  1976. 


[TA-W-9611 

INTERSTATE  MANUFACTURING  CORP. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  29,  1976,  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  2, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section 
221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  ("the 
Act”)  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and 
former  workers  of  Morrilton,  Arkansas 
plant  of  Interstate  Manufacturing  Corp., 
a  subsidiary  of  Baldt  Corp.,  New  York, 
New  York  (TA-W-961).  Accordingly, 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investi¬ 
gation  as  provided  in  section  221(a)  of 
the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  vacuum  hose 
for  air  conditioning  &  heating,  vinyl 
outside  molding,  front  and  rear  bumper 
fillers,  wiring  shields,  heel  pads,  door 
lock  buttons,  seat  welt,  windshields  pro¬ 
duced  by  Interstate  Mfg.,  Corp.)  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the 
actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
determination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the 
eligibility  requirements  of  Section  222 
of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of 
29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than' 
July  26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  this  investigation  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  June  1976. 


[TA-W-960] 

INTERSTATE  MANUFACTURING  CORP. 
Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  29.  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  2, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
on  behalf  Qf  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Romeo,  Michigan  plant  of 
Interstate  Manufacturing  Corp.,  a  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  Baldt  Corp.,  New  York,  New 
York  (TA-W-960) .  Accordingly,  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  an  Investigation 
as  provided  in  Section  221(a)  of  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  vacuum  hose 
for  air  conditioning  &  heating,  vinyl  out¬ 
side  molding,  front  and  rear  bumper  fill¬ 
ers,  wiring  shields,  heel  pads,  door  lock 
buttons,  seat  welt,  windshields  produced 
by  Interstate  Mfg.,  Corp.,  or  an  appropri¬ 
ate  subdivision  thereof  have  contributed 
importantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  \  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified 
as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  9C. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  July 
26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  June  1976. 


Marvin  M.  Fooks. 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 


Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 


Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance . 


|  PR  Doc.76-20662  Piled  7-1 5-76; 8: 46  am] 
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[TA-W-940] 

JANESVILLE  AUTO  TRANSPORT  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  15,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  9, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act’’) 
by  the  Dairy  Employees  &  Helpers  Union 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Janesville  Auto  Transport  Co., 
Janesville,  Wisconsin  (TA-W-940).  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  transporting  of 
G.M.  automobiles  from  manufacturer  to 
dealer  provided  by  Janesville  Auto 
Transport  Co.  or  an  appropriate  sub¬ 
division  thereof  have  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or  threat¬ 
ened  total  or  partial  separation  of  a  sig¬ 
nificant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
Investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2, 
of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  ad¬ 
dress  shown  below,  not  later  than  July 
26. 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D  C.  this  15th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Dominic  Sorrentino, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

(FR  Doc  70  20650  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-967J 

LA  TOSKA  FASHIONS,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  30.  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  22, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  La  Toska  Fashions,  Inc.,  Long 
Island  City,  New  York  (TA-W-967).  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  women’s  shoes 
produced  by  La  Toska  Fashions,  Inc.,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  ac¬ 
tual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tion  of  a  significant  number  or  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or  sub¬ 
division.  The  investigation  will  further 
relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  date  on  which  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separations  began  or  threatened  to 
begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm  in¬ 
volved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will 
be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chap¬ 
ter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part 
90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  In  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  July 
26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment,  at 
the  address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International  La¬ 
bor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

I  FR  Doc.76-20665  Filed  7-15-70:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-957] 

LEISURE  MANUFACTURING  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  29,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  15, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section' 221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Leisure  Manufacturing  Co., 
Haverhill,  Massachusetts  (TA-W-957). 
Accordingly,  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  invetsigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  assembling 
shoe  parts  for  distribution  to  wholesale 
and  retail  outlets  produced  by  Leisure 
Manufacturing  Co.,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof  have  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or  threat¬ 
ened  total  or  partial  separation  of  a 
significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  under  Title  n.  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director.  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
July  26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the  > 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-20665  Filed  7-15-70:8:45  ami 
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[TA-W-698] 

MANHATTAN  SHIRT  CO.,  INC. 

Revised  Certification  of  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

Following  a  Department  of  Labor  in¬ 
vestigation  under  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  and  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  223(a)  of  such  Act,  on  June  9,  1976 
the  Department  of  Labor  issued  a  cer¬ 
tification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  applicable  to  work¬ 
ers  and  former  workers  producing  men’s 
dress  and  sport  shirts  at  the  Ashbum. 
Georgia  plant  of  the  Manhattan  Shirt 
Company,  Inc.,  (TA-W-698) .  The  notice 
of  certification  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  June  22,  1976  (41 
FR  25062). 

On  the  basis  of  further  showing  and 
further  investigation  by  the  Director  of 
the  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance,  the  impact  date  of  the  certification 
issued  by  the  Department  on  June  9, 1976 
is  hereby  revised  based  on  the  finding 
that  the  original  impact  date  did  not 
reflect  the  layoff  of  a  large  group  of 
workers  in  the  few  days  immediately 
prior  to  that  date. 

Such  revised  certification  is  hereby 
made  as  follows: 

All  workers  at  the  Ashburn,  Georgia  plant 
of  the  Manhattan  Shirt  Company,  Inc.,  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  February  6,  1976 
are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  7th 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  D.  Hoover, 

Acting  Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-20635  Filed  7-15-76  8:45  am) 


ITA-W-697) 

MANHATTAN  SHIRT  CO.,  INC. 

Revised  Certification  of  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

Following  a  Department  of  Labor  in¬ 
vestigation  under  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  and  in  accordance  with  sec¬ 
tion  223(a)  of  such  Act,  on  June  9,  1976 
the  Department  of  Labor  issued  a  cer¬ 
tification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  ad¬ 
justment  assistance  applicable  to  work¬ 
ers  and  former  workers  producing  men’s 
dress  shirts  at  the  Americus,  Georgia 
plant  of  the  Manhattan  Shirt  Company, 
Inc.,  (TA-W-697).  The  notice  of  certifi¬ 
cation  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  June  22,  1976  (41  FR  25062) . 

On  the  basis  of  further  showing  and 
further  investigation  by  the  Director  of 
the  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance,  the  impact  date  of  the  certification 
Issued  by  the  Department  on  June  9, 
1976  is  hereby  revised  based  on  the  find¬ 
ing  that  the  original  Impact  date  did  not 
reflect  the  layoff  of  a  large  group  of 
workers  in  the  few  days  Immediately 
prior  to  that  date. 

Such  revised  certification  is  hereby 
made  as  follows: 


All  workers  at  the  Americus,  Georgia  plant 
of  the  Manhattan  Shirt  Company,  Inc.,  who 
became  totally  or  partially  separated  from 
employment  on  or  after  February  5,  1976  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  n,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  7th 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  D.  Hoover, 

Acting  Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.76-20034  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am) 


JTA-W-977) 

MAYAGUEZ  LEATHER  PRODUCTS,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  4, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Mayaguez  Leather  Products, 
Inc.,  Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rico  (TA-W- 
977) .  Accordingly,  the  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  leather  belts 
and  wallets  produced  by  Mayaguez 
Leather  Products,  Inc.,  or  an  appropri¬ 
ate  subdivision  thereof  have  contributed 
importantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in 
sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  under  Title  n,  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  ad¬ 
dress  shown  below,  not  later  than  July 
26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 


sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

|FR  Doc.76-20674  Filed  7-1 5-76; 8 .45  am) 


ITA-W-974) 

MAYAGUEZ  SHOE  CORP. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  9, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  on 
behalf  of  the  workers  and  former  workers 
of  Mayaguez  Shoe  Corporation,  Maya¬ 
guez,  Puerto  Rico.  Accordingly,  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation  as 
provided  in  section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and 
29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  women’s  foot¬ 
wear  produced  by  Mayaguez  Shoe  Cor¬ 
poration,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  production, 
or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and 
to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation  of  a  significant  number 
or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision.  The  investigation 
will  further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
determination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  In 
writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 
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Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

| PR  Doc  76-20674  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


JTA-W-6561 

MIDWEST  FOOTWEAR  COMPANY,  INC. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-656:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  f6r  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
March  12,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  March  12,  1976 
which  was  filed  by  the  workers  of  Mid¬ 
west  Footwear  Company,  Inc.,  Sullivan, 
Missouri. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
12752)  on  March  26,  1976.  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Midwest 
Footwear  Co.,  its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  American 
Footwear  Industries  Association,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
industry  analysts,  and  Department  flies. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  In  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely: 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  1s  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  four  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  increased  18.3  percent  from  1973 
to  1974  and  then  declined  13.4  percent 
from  1974  to  1975.  Employment  declined 
in  each  of  the  first  three  quarters  of  1975 


compared  to  like  quarters  in  1974.  Aver¬ 
age  weekly  hours  for  production  workers 
declined  in  the  first,  second  and  fourth 
quarters  of  1975  compared  to  the  same 
quarter  of  the  previous  year. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Sales  of  women’s  shoes  produced  at 
Midwest  Footwear  declined  18.6  percent 
from  1974  to  1975.  Sales_declined  in  each 
of  the  first  three  quarters  of  1975  com¬ 
pared  to  the  like  quarter  of  the  previous 
year. 

Production  of  women’s  shoes  at  Mid¬ 
west  Footwear  declined  35.9  percent  from 
1974  to  1975.  Production  declined  in  each 
quarter  of  1975  compared  to  the  like 
quarter  of  1974. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  women’s  nonrubber  foot¬ 
wear  increased  both  absolutely  and  rela¬ 
tively  in  each  year  from  1971  through 

1973.  Imports  declined  absolutely  and 
relatively,  from  1973  to.  1974  and  then  in¬ 
creased  absolutely  and  relatively  from 
1974  to  1975.  The  ratios  of  imports  to 
domestic  production  and  consumption 
increased  from  103.6  percent  and  50.9 
percent,  respectively,  in  1974  to  105.1  and 
51.3  percent,  respectively,  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  Department’s  investigation  indi¬ 
cated  that  customers  reduced  purchases 
of  women’s  shoes  from  Midwest  Footwear 
from  1974  to  1975  in  favor  of  lower- 
priced  imports. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  women’s  footwear  pro¬ 
duced  at  Midwest  Footwear  Company, 
Inc..  Sullivan,  Missouri  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tion  of  the  workers  of  that  plant.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
I  make  the  following  certification: 

All  workers  engaged  In  employment  related 
to  the  production  of  women's  footwear  at 
Midwest  Footwear  Company,  Inc.,  Sullivan. 
Missouri  who  became  totally  or  partially 
separated  from  employment  on  or  after  Feb¬ 
ruary  3,  1975  and  before  February  1.  1976  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 

1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  7th 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  D.  Hoover, 

Acting  Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20632  Filed  7-15-76:8:46  am[ 


[TA— W-975] 

MOBILIZER  MANUFACTURING  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  11, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221  (a) 


of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  on 
behalf  of  the  workers  and  former  workers 
of  Mobilizer  Manufacturing  Company, 
Mayaguez,  Puerto  Rico  (TA- W-975).  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  assembling  of 
hospital  beds  provided  by  Mobilizer  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Company,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof  have  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  theactual  or  threat¬ 
ened  total  or  partial  separation  of  a 
significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  tot&For  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibilty  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

•  Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
July  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc .76-20672  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  amj 


[TA-W-964] 

MODERN  CLOTH  SPONGING  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  22, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221  (a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act")  by 
the  Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and 
former  workers  of  Modem  Cloth  Spong- 
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ing  Company,  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  (TA-W-964) .  Accordingly,  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation  as 
provided  in  section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and 
29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  examining  and 
shrinking  cloth  provided  by  Modem 
Cloth  Sponging  Company,  or  an  appro¬ 
priate  subdivision  thereof,  have  contrib¬ 
uted  importantly  to  an  absolute  decline 
in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  petitioner 
or  any  other  person  shewing  a  substan¬ 
tial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of  the 
investigation  may  request  a  public  hear¬ 
ing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in  writ¬ 
ing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U  S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Poors. 

Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

|FR  Doc  76-20662 Piled  7-15-76;8:46  am] 


[TA-W-963] 

NOVELTY  SUPPER  CO.,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  23, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  ("the  Act”) 
by  the  Boot  and  Shoe  Workers  on  behalf 
of  the  workers  and  former  workers  of 
Novelty  Slipper  Company,  Incorporated, 
Port  Jarvis,  New  York  (TA-W-968) .  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 


investigation  as  provided  in  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  women’s  foot¬ 
wear  produced  by  Novelty  Slipper  Com¬ 
pany,  Incorporated,  or  an  appropriate 
subdivision  thereof  have  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales 
or  production,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or  threat¬ 
ened  total  or  partial  separation  of  a  sig¬ 
nificant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  under  Title  n,  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  July 
26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the 
subject  matter  of  this  investigation  to 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Tooks. 

Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

| PR  Doc.76-20661  Piled  7-15-76:8:46  am] 


[TA-W-970] 

OOMPHIES,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  July  17, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section 
221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the 
Act”)  by  the  United  Shoeworkers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and 
former  workers  of  Casual  Footwear  Di¬ 
vision,  of  Oomphies,  Inc.,  Lowell,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  (TA-W-970).  Accordingly,  the 
D1  recto.  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investigation 
as  provided  in  section  221(a)  of  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 


increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  women’s  cas¬ 
ual  footwear  produced  by  Oomphies, 
Inc.,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  produc¬ 
tion  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision 
and  to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or 
partial  separation  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision.  The  investigation 
will  further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to 
the  determination  of  the  date  on  which 
total  or  partial  separations  began  or 
threatened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision 
of  the  firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the 
eligibility  requirements  of  section  222  of 
the  Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to 
apply  for  adjustment  assistance  under 
Title  II.  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in. accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  Subpart  B 
of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
July  26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.8.  Department  of  Labor  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C,  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks. 

Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

|FR  Doc  76-20668  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am  | 


[TA-W-968] 

OOMPHIES,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  29,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  15, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Ludington  Division  of  6om- 
phies,  Inc.,  Lawrence,  Massachusetts 
(TA-W-917).  Accordingly,  the  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
Bureau  of  International  Labor  Affairs, 
has  instituted  an  investigation  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and 
29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  women’s  casual 
footwear  produced  by  Oomphies,  Inc.,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
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contributed  importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual 
or  threatened  total  or  partial  separation 
of  a  significant  number  or  proportion  of 
the  workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 
The  investigation  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n,  Chapter  2,  of  the 
Act  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  petition¬ 
er  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  than  July  20, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below, 
not  later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[PR  Doc.76-20656  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


[TA-W-704J 

RUSSELL,  BURDSALL  AND  WARD,  INC, 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-704:  investigation  regarding  cer¬ 
tification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  Initiated  on 
March  26,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  United  Auto  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  metal  fasteners  at 
Russell,  Burdsall  and  Ward,  Inc.,  Men¬ 
tor.  Ohio. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
13,  1976  (41  FR  15493).  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Russell. 
Burdsall  and  Ward,  Inc.,  its  customers, 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
industry  analysts,  and  Department  files. 


In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  in  such  work¬ 
ers’  firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated: 

(2)  That  sales,  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  have  decreased 
absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  "contributed  importantly" 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
four  of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Employment  of  production  workers  at 
Russell,  Burdsall  and  Ward  decreased 

30.4  percent  in  1975  from  1974  and  de¬ 
creased  20.8  percent  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1976  from  the  first  quarter  in  1975. 

Employment  of  salaried  workers 
declined  16  percent  in  the  first  quarter  of 
1976  from  the  first  quarter  in  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  of  metal  fasteners  declined 

31.4  percent  in  1975  from  1974  and  de¬ 
clined  30.1  percent  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1976  from  the  first  quarter  in  1975. 

Sales  of  metal  fasteners  declined  33 
percent  in  1975  from  1974. 

„  Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  screws  increased  absolutely 
and  relatively  compared  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  In  each  year 
from  1971  through  1974.  The  ratio  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  increased  from  36.3  percent 
and  28.1  percent,  respectively,  in  1974  to 
38.2  percent  and  29.9  percent,  respec¬ 
tively  in  1975. 

Imports  of  bolts  increased  absolutely 
and  relatively  compared  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  consumption  in  each  year 
from  1970  to  1974.  Additionally,  the 
share  of  U.S.  consumption  held  by  im¬ 
ported  bolts  increased  in  1975  from  1974. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  evidence  developed  in  the  Depart¬ 
ment’s  investigation  Indicates  that  cus¬ 
tomers  of  standard  metal  fasteners  who 
reduced  purchases  from  Russell,  Burdsall 
and  Ward,  Inc.  have  increased  purchases 
of  imports  in  recent  years.  Declines  of 
sales  of  standard  fasteners  as  a  result  of 
increased  imports  of  standard  fasteners 
caused  separations  of  workers  at  the 
Mentor,  Ohio  plant. 


Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  metal  fasteners  pro¬ 
duced  by  Russell,  Burdsall  and  Ward, 
Inc.,  Mentor,  Ohio  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separation 
of  the  workers  of  that  firm.  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974,  I  make  the  following  certifica¬ 
tion: 

All  workers  of  Russell,  Burdsall  and  Ward, 
Inc.,  Mentor.  Ohio,  who  became  or  will  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated  from  em¬ 
ployment  on  or  after  March  18,  1975  are 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28  th 
day  of  June  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

| FR  Doc.76-20637  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


ITA-W-705J 

STAR  GLOVE  CO. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-705;  investigation  regarding'  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  In 
Section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  Initiated  on 
March  26,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  by  the  Amalgamated  Clothing 
Workers  of  America  on  behalf  of  workers 
and  former  workers  producing  cotton 
work  gloves  at  the  Kokomo,  Indiana 
plant  of  Star  Glove  Company,  Detroit, 
Michigan. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  13,  1976  (41  FR  15493).  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  the  Star  Glove  Company,  its 
customers,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  such  workers' 
firm  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have 
decreased  absolutely; 
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(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  Imported  In  In¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  Imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  "contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

The  investigation  revealed  that  al¬ 
though  the  first  and  third  criteria  have 
been  met,  the  second  and  fourth  criteria 
have  not  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Total  employment  at  the  Kokomo 
plant  decreased  five  percent  from  1974  to 
1975.  In  the  first  quarter  of  1976,  plant 
employment  was  27  percent  above  that 
In  the  first  quarter  of  1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Production  of  cotton  work  gloves  in¬ 
creased  five  percent  in  volume  from  1974 
to  1975.  In  the  first  quarter  of  1976, 
unit  production  was  38  percent  above 
that  in  the  first  quarter  of  1975. 

Increased  Imports 

The  volume  of  imported  work  gloves, 
made  of  textiles  and  of  textile-leather 
combinations,  increased  absolutely  and 
relatively  1971  through  1974.  The  ratios 
of  work  glove  imports  to  domestic  pro¬ 
duction  and  to  consumption  rose  from 
9.3  percent  and  8.5  percent,  respectively, 
in  1974  to  12.4  percent  and  11.0  percent, 
respectively,  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  Department’s  investigation  re¬ 
vealed  that  customers  who  had  reduced 
purchases  from  the  Star  Glove  Company 
in  1975  did  so  primarily  due  to  the  re¬ 
cession.  None  of  these  customers  im¬ 
ported  or  used  imports  of  cotton  work 
gloves.  Company  imports  of  work  gloves 
declined  from  1974  to  1975.  Company  im¬ 
ports  in  1975  consisted  of  leather  palm 
gloves  which  could  not  have  been  made 
at  the  Kokomo  plant.  The  volume  of 
these  imports  comprised  less  than  one 
percent  of  1975  unit  production  at 
Kokomo.  Increased  customer  orders 
caused  production  and  employment  at 
the  Kokomo  plant  to  rise  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1976  over  respective  levels  in 
the  first  quarter  of  1975. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  the  cotton  work  gloves 
produced  at  the  Star  Glove  Company, 
Kokomo,  Indiana,  did  not  contribute  im¬ 
portantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  of  the  workers  at  such  plant. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D  C.  this  28th 
day  of  June  1976. 

James  P.  Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 
|FR  Doc.76  20638  Plied  7-15-76:8:45  *ml 


(TA-W-969J 

STRIDE  RITE  MANUFACTURING  CORP. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 

Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  8, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221(a) 
of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”)  on 
behalf  of  the  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  of  Lawrence,  Massachusetts  plant  of 
Stride  Rite  Manufacturing  Corp.,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  (TA-W-969) .  According¬ 
ly,  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investi¬ 
gation  as  provided  in  section  221(a)  of 
the  Act  and  29  CPR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  misses,  children’s, 
infants’  shoes  produced  by  Stride  Rite 
Manufacturing  Corporation,  or  an  ap¬ 
propriate  subdivision  thereof  have  con¬ 
tributed  importantly  to  an  absolute  de¬ 
cline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual 
or  threatened  total  or  partial  separation 
of  a  significant  number  or  proportion  of 
the  workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision. 
The  Investigation  will  further  relate,  as 
appropriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separations 
began  or  threatened  to  begin  and  the 
subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A  group 
meeting  the  eligibility  requirements  of 
Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as 
eligible  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  n,  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  of  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  thafri  Juy  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW.. 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

I  PR  Doc.76  20667  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


[TA-W-842] 

TELEDYNE  INC. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of  La¬ 
bor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA-W- 
842  :  investigation  regarding  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  as  prescribed  in  section 
222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  30, 1976  in  response  to  a  worker  pe¬ 
tition  received  on  April  30,  1976  which 
was  filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and  for¬ 
mer  workers  of  Teledyne  Incorporated, 
Canonsburg  Division,  Washington,  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  May 
21,  1976  (41  FR  20966).  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principallv  from  officials  of  Teledyne  In¬ 
corporated,  Industry  analysts,  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  in  the  work¬ 
ers’  firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  Imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

If  any  one  of  the  above  criteria  is  not 
satisfied,  a  negative  determination  must 
be  made. 

The  Department  of  Labor  has  already 
determined  that  the  performance  of 
services  is  not  Included  within  the  term 
“articles”  as  used  in  section  222(3)  of 
the  Act.  See  Notice  of  Negative  Deter- 
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mination  in  Pan  American  World  Air¬ 
ways,  Incorporated  (TA-W-153 ;  40  PR 
.  54639). 

Teledyne  Incorporated,  Canonsburg 
Division,  performs  the  service  of  polish¬ 
ing  stainless  steeel  coils,  on  a  contract 
basis,  for  steel  manufacturers.  Teledyne, 
ing  stainless  steel  coils,  on  a  contract 
vide  any  service  for  products  manufac¬ 
tured  by  other  Teledyne,  Inc.,  establish¬ 
ments.  The  company  is  not  involved  in 
the  production  of  an  article  within  the 
meaning  of  section  222(3)  of  the  Act. 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  I  have 
determined  that  services  of  the  kind  pro¬ 
vided  by  Teledyne  Incorporated,  Canons¬ 
burg  Division,  Washington,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  are  not  “articles”  within  the 
meaning  of  section  222(3)  of  the  Trade 
“Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  28th 
day  of  June  1976. 

James  P.  Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

| PR  DOC  76-20647  Piled  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


[TA-W  -634 1 

TOP-O-MART  CLOTHES.  INC. 

Certification  Regarding  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Worker  Adjustment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  Section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department 
herein  presents  the  results  of  TA-W- 
634 :  investigation  regarding  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  as  prescribed  In  Section 
222  of  the  Act. 

This  petition,  dated  February  3,  1976, 
was  submitted  with  a  request  that  it  be 
considered  as  an  amendment  to  an 
earlier  petition  involving  Top-O-Mart’s 
sole  contractor,  Model  Coat  Company. 
The  Department  initiated  a  new  in¬ 
vestigation  with  the  understanding  that 
the  petition  would  be  treated  as  an 
amendment  to  the  earlier  one  received  on 
October  3,  1975,  and  filed  by  the 
Amalgamated  Clothing  Workers  Union 
on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
performing  the  sewing  operations  on 
suit  coats  and  sportcoats  at  the  Vine- 
land,  New  Jersey  plant  of  the  Model 
Coat  Company  (TA-W-221).  The  Model 
Coat  Company  case  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  October  15,  1975  (40 
FR  48418). 

The  petition  amendment  was  filed  on 
behalf  of  former  workers  producing 
men’s  and  boys’  suits  and  sportcoats  at 
the  Vineland,  New  Jersey  plant  of  Top- 
O-Mart  Clothes,  Inc. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  12,  1976.  (41  FR  10662) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was 
held. 

The  information  upon  which  the 
determination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  Top-O-Mart 
Clothes,  Inc.,  Its  customers,  the  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Commerce,  the  U.S.  Inter¬ 
national  Trade  Commission,  industry 
analysts,  and  Department  files. 


In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  Issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  as¬ 
sistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision  there¬ 
of,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 

•  or  -subdivision  are  being  imported  in 
increased  quantities,  either  actual  or 
relative  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important,  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause.  • 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  all 
of  the  above  criteria  have  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or 
Partial  Separations 

Production  employment  at  Top-O- 
Mart  fell  37.5  percent  from  1973  to  1974. 
Quarterly  production  employment  de¬ 
clined  in  every  quarter  of  1974  compared 
to  the  same  quarter  previous  year.  All 
production  employees  were  separated  in 
October,  1974,  when  the  company  closed. 

Employment  of  salaried  workers  de¬ 
clined  12.1  percent  from  1973  to  1974.  In 
1975,  employment  declined  in  each 
quarter  from  the  same  quarter  previous 
year.  All  salaried  workers  were  termi¬ 
nated  by  December  31, 1975. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Annual  sales  of  suits  and  sportcoats  by 
Top-O-Mart  Clothes,  Inc.  declined  25.7 
percent  from  1973  to  1974  and  95.8  per¬ 
cent  from  1974  to  1975. 

Production  of  coats  by  Top-O-Mart 
declined  58  percent  in  quantity  from 
1973  to  1974.  Production  of  pants  de¬ 
clined  61.6  percent  in  quantity  from 
1973  to  1974.  All  production  ceased  with 
the  closing  of  the  firm  in  October  1974. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  suits  in¬ 
creased  absolutely  and  relatively  in  each 
year  from  1971  to  1974.  Imports  in¬ 
creased  absolutely  by  22  percent  from 
1973  to  1974.  The  ratio  of  imports  to  do¬ 
mestic  production  and  consumption  in¬ 
creased  from  10.1  percent  and  9.2  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1973  to  12.2  percent 
and  10.9  percent,  respectively,  in  1974. 

Imports  of  men’s  and  boys’  tailored 
dress  coats  and  sportcoats  increased  ab¬ 
solutely  and  relatively  in  each  year  from 
1971  to  1973.  Imports  increased  rela¬ 
tively  from  1973  to  1974.  The  ratio  of  im¬ 
ports  to  domestic  production  and  con¬ 
sumption  increased  from  19.2  percent 


and  16.2  percent,  respectively,  in  1973  to 
21.2  percent  and  17.5  percent,  respec¬ 
tively,  in  1974. 

Contributed  Importantly 

The  Department’s  investigation  has  re¬ 
vealed  that  customers  of  Top-O-Mart 
Clothes,  Inc.  have  reduced  purchases  of 
men’s  suits  and  sportcoats  from  Top-O- 
Mart  and  increased  purchases  of  imports. 

Conclusions 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  men’s  an#  boys’  suits 
and  sportcoats  produced  at  the  Vineland, 
New  Jersey,  plants  of  Top-O-Mart 
Clothes,  Inc.  contributed  importantly  to 
the  total  or  partial  separations  of  the 
workers  at  those  plants.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  I  make 
the  following  certification: 

All  employees  engaged  In  employment  re¬ 
lated  to  the  production  of  men’s  and  boys’ 
suite  and  sportcoats  at  the  Peach  Street  and 
Elmer  Street,  Vineland,  New  Jersey  plants 
of  Top-O-Mart  Clothes,  Inc.  who  became  to¬ 
tally  or  partially  separated  from  employment 
on  or  after  October  3,  1974  and  before  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976,  are  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  under  Title  II,  Chapter  2  of 
the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  2nd 
day  of  July  1976. 

Herbert  N.  Blackman, 
Deputy  Under  Secretary  of 
International  Labor  Affairs. 

|  PR  Doc.76-20629  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  amj' 


[TA-W-783;  TA-W-784] 

TRW/  IRC 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-783  &  784:  investigations  regarding 
certification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for 
worker  adjustment  assistance  as  pre¬ 
scribed  in  section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigations  were  initiated  on 
April  2,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker  pe¬ 
tition  received  on  that  date  which  was 
filed  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  fixed  resistors  at  the 
Boone  and  Newland,  North  Carolina 
plants  of  TRW/IRC,  a  division  of  TRW, 
Incorporated,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

The  notices  of  investigation  were  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  April 
27,  1976  (41  FR  17647) .  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  TRW/IRC, 
its  customers,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  industry  analysts  and  De¬ 
partment  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certificate  of  an 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re- 
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quirecnents  of  Section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met : 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  par¬ 
tially  separated,  or  are  threatened  to  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  "contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  Important  than 
any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  al¬ 
though  the  first  two  criteria  have  been 
met,  the  third  and  fourth  criteria  have 
not  been  met. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

Total  employment  of  production 
workers  at  the  Boone  and  Newland 
plants  did  not  change  in  1974  compared 
to  1973,  and  declined  53  percent  in  1975 
compared  to  1974.  In  the  first  quarter 
of  1976  the  average  number  of  produc¬ 
tion  workers  declined  10  percent  com¬ 
pared  to  the  same  period  in  1975. 

„  In  February  1976  the  plant  in  Newland 
producing  a  resistor  for  hair  dryers 
closed  and  all  workers  were  either  sepa¬ 
rated  or  transferred  to  the  Boone  or 
other  Newland  plant. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Total  sales  of  fixed  resistors  at  TRW/ 
IRC  increased  12  percent  in  1974  com¬ 
pared  to  1973,  and  decreased  13  percent 
in  1975  compared  to  1974.  In  the  first 
quarter  of  1976  sales  of  resistors  in¬ 
creased  25  percent  compared  to  the  same 
period  in  1975. 

Total  production  of  fixed  resistors  by 
TRW/IRC  increased  13  percent  in  1974 
compared  to  1973  and  decreased  42  per¬ 
cent  in  1975  compared  to  1974.  In  Jan¬ 
uary  through  April  1976  total  produc¬ 
tion  of  resistors  increased  31  percent 
compared  to  the  same  period  in  1975. 

'  Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  fixed  film  resistors  in¬ 
creased  steadily  from  557  million  units  in 
1971  to  1770  million  units  in  1974 — an 
increase  of  218  percent — and  then  de¬ 
creased  60  percent  in  1975  compared  to 
1974.  The  import/production  and  import/ 
consumption  ratios  for  fixed  film  resis¬ 
tors  increased  from  66.0  percent  and  40.9 
percent,  respectively,  in  1971  to  73.1  per¬ 
cent  and  42.8  percent,  respectively,  in 
1974,  and  then  decreased  to  38.5  percent 
and  28.2  percent,  respectively,  in  1975. 

imports  of  fixed  wirewound  resistors 
increased  steadily  from  5  million  units 
in  1971  to  18  million  units  in  1974 — an 


increase  of  260  percent — and  then  de¬ 
creased  to  5  million  units  in  1975,  an 
annual  decrease  of  72  percent.  The  im¬ 
port/production  and  import/ consump¬ 
tion  ratios  for  fixed  wirewound  resistors 
increased  from  2.2  percent  and  2.4  per¬ 
cent,  respectively,  in  1971  to  7.6  percent 
and  8.0  percent,  respectively,  in  1974,  and 
then  decreased  to  3.9  percent  and  4.2 
percent,  respectively,  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  of  TRW/IRC  indicated  that 
reductions  in  purchases  of  fixed  resistors 
from  TRW/IRC  were  the  result  of  a 
decrease  in  demand  for  the  type  of  re¬ 
sistor  produced  by  TRW/IRC.  Some  cus¬ 
tomers  indicated  that  they  have  shifted 
purchases  of  the  types  of  resistors  pro¬ 
duced  by  TRW/IRC  to  other  domestic 
manufacturers.  The  metal  film  resistor 
produced  at  TRW/ IRC  has  a  lower  toler¬ 
ance  than  resistors  produced  by  foreign 
sources  and  is  used  for  a  different 
purpose. 

The  closing  of  one  Newland  plant  in 
February  1976  resulted  from  the  decision 
by  the  plant’s  sole  customer  to  produce 
the  heating  unit  previously  produced  at 
Newland  at  its  own  facility  in  Lancaster, 
Pennsylvania. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  Imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  fixed  resistors  produced 
at  the  Boone  and  Newland,  North  Caro¬ 
lina  plants  of  TRW/IRC  did  not  con¬ 
tribute  importantly  to  the  total  or  partial 
separation  of  workers  at  those  plants. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  6th 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor. 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 

[FR  Doc. 76- 20642  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  ami 


ITA-W-803] 

UNITED  STATES  STEEL  CORP. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of  TA¬ 
W-803:  investigation  regarding  certifi¬ 
cation  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjusment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  23,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  23,  1976  which 
was  filed  by  the  United  Steelworkers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  workers  and  former 
workers  producing  stainless  steel  plate 
and  slab  at  the  United  States  Steel  Cor¬ 
poration,  Homestead  Works  plant.  Home¬ 
stead,  Pennsylvania.  The  Department’s 
investigation  revealed  that  the  Home¬ 
stead  Works  plant  produced  primarily 
carbon  steel  products. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 


20048)  on  May  14,  1976.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

Hie  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  the  United  States 
Steel  Corporation,  its  customers,  the  In¬ 
ternational  Trade  Commission,  the  U.8. 
Department  of  Commerce,  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Iron  and  Steel  Institute,  industry 
analysts  and  Department  files. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  de¬ 
termination  and  issue  a  certification  of 
eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  parti¬ 
ally  separated,  or  are  threatened  to  be¬ 
come  totally  or  partially  separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  Importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than 
any  other  cause. 

The  investigation  has  revealed  that  al¬ 
though  the  first  three  criteria  have  been 
met,  the  fourth  criterion  has  not  been 
met  In  the  cases  of  both  stainless  steel 
plate  and  carbon  steel  products. 

Significant  Total  or  Partial 
Separations 

The  average  number  of  production 
workers  increased  3.2  percent  in  1974 
compared  with  1973  and  decreased  12.5 
percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974. 

Sales  or  Production,  or  Both,  Have 
Decreased  Absolutely 

Shipments  of  carbon  steel  products 
from  the  Homestead  plant  have  consti¬ 
tuted  over  99.0  percent  of  total  ship¬ 
ments  since  1973.  Shipments  of  stainless 
steel  plate  increased  42.5  percent  in  1974 
compared  with  1973  and  decreased  38.3 
percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974. 

Shipments  of  carbon  steel  structural 
shapes,  pilings,  plate,  semi-finished  and 
other  carbon  steel  products  decreased  2.7 
percent  in  1974  compared  with  1973  and 
decreased  27.6  percent  in  1975  compared 
with  1974. 

Increased  Imports 

Imports  of  stainless  steel  plate  in¬ 
creased  64.4  percent  in  1972  compared 
with  1971,  decreased  33.9  percent  in  1973 
compared  with  1972,  increased  13.3  per¬ 
cent  in  1974  compared  with  1973  and  in¬ 
creased  36.7  percent  in  1975  compared 
with  1974.  Hie  ratios  of  imports  to  do¬ 
mestic  shipments  and  consumption  in¬ 
creased  from  10.0  percent  and  9.6  per- 
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cent  respectively  in  1974  to  18.6  percent 
and  16.3  percent  In  1975. 

Imports  of  carbon  steel  plate  Increased 
6.4  percent  in  1972  compared  with  1971, 
decreased  19.9  percent  in  1973  compared 
with  1972,  increased  28.5  percent  in  1974 
compared  with  1973  and  decreased  20.4 
percent  in  1975  compared  with  1974.  The 
ratios  of  imports  to  domestic  shipments 
and  consumption  Increased  from  18.8 
percent  and  16.4  percent  respectively  in 

1974  to  19.4  percent  and  16.6  percent  re¬ 
spectively  in  1975. 

Imports  of  carbon  steel  structural 
shapes  and  piling  increased  9.1  percent 
in  1972  compared  with  1971,  decreased 
22.1  percent  in  1973  compared  with  1972, 
decreased  7.9  percent  in  1974  compared 
with  1973  and  decreased  29.2  percent  in 

1975  compared  with  1974.  The  ratio  of 
imports  to  domestic  shipments  increased 
from  19.1  percent  in  1974  to  19.2  percent 
in  1975  and  the  ratio  of  imports  to  do¬ 
mestic  consumption  decreased  from  16.8 
percent  in  1974  to  16.6  percent  in  1975. 

Contributed  Importantly 

Customers  surveyed  with  the  exception 
of  one  indicated  that  they  had  not  shift¬ 
ed  purchases  of  carbon  or  stainless  steel 
products  to  foreign  sources.  Although 
most  customers  had  reduced  purchases 
from  the  Homestead  Works,  these  reduc¬ 
tions  were  made  in  response  to  their  own 
reduced  requirements  dictated  by  reces¬ 
sionary  influences  in  1975.  Cited  as  im¬ 
portant  factors  in  these  decisions  to  re¬ 
duce  purchases  of  carbon  steel  products 
were  the  continuing  slump  in  the  con¬ 
struction  Industry  as  well  as  reduced 
spending  levels  in  general  by  other  large 
steel  consumers. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the.  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  increases  of  imports  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  stainless  steel  plate  and 
the  carbon  steel  products  produced  at  the 
Homestead  Works  plant  of  the  United 
States  Steel  Corporation,  Homestead, 
Pennsylvania  did  not  contribute  impor¬ 
tantly  to  the  total  or  partial  separations 
of  the  workers  at  such  plant. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  6th 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  P.  Taylor, 
Director,  Planning  and 
Evaluation  Staff. 

[FR  Doc.76-20644  Filed  7-1 5-76;  8: 45  am] 


(TA-W-955] 

VULCAN  MOLD  &  IRON  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  29,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  22, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
by  the  United  Automobile  Workers  of 
America  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  for 
mer  workers  of  Vulcan  Mold  &  Iron  Co., 
Latrobe,  Pa.  a  division  of  Vulcan,  Inc., 


Latrobe,  Pa.  (TA-W-955).  Accordingly, 
the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International  La¬ 
bor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an  investiga¬ 
tion  as  provided  in  Section  221(a)  of  the 
Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  specialty  &  tool 
6teel  ingots,  billets,  rolled  or  forged  bars 
produced  by  Vulcan  Mold  &  Iron  Co.,  or 
an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  Arm  or  subdivision  and  to  the 
actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision.  The  investigation  will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the  address 
shown  below,  not  later  than  July  26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U  S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  29th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-20654  Filed  7-15-76; 8: 45  am] 


[TA-W-066J 

WALLACE  MURRAY  CORP. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
-  Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  1, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  Section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
by  the  United  Steelworkers  of  America 
on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Simonds  Cutting  Tools  File 
Plant,  Newcomers  town,  Ohio  of  Simonds 
Cutting  Tools,  Fitchburg,  Massachusetts, 
a  division  of  Wallace  Murray  Corpora¬ 


tion,  New  York,  New  York  (TA-W-966). 
Accordingly,  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 
national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or  di¬ 
rectly  competitive  with  hand  files  pro¬ 
duced  by  Wallace  Murray  Corporation, 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
have  contributed  importantly  to  an  ab¬ 
solute  decline  in  sales  or  production,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  Investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  July 
26, 1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  UJS.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.76-20664  FUed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-965] 

WESTERN  INDUSTRIES 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  25, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  section  221 
(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the  Act”) 
by  the  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  for¬ 
mer  workers  of  Chilton  Metals  Products, 
Chilton.  Wisconsin,  a  division  of  Western 
Industries,  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin  (TA¬ 
W-965).  Accordingly,  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
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of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  in¬ 
stituted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  lawn  sprinklers, 
grass  catchers,  propane  cylinders,  gas 
tanks  and  gas  cans  &  blower  housings 
produced  by  Western  Industries,  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the 
actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial  sep¬ 
aration  of  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm  or 
subdivision.  The  investigation  will  fur¬ 
ther  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in'  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than  July 
26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26,  1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  Bureau  of  International  Labor 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  3rd 
Street  arid  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

IFR  Doc.76-20663  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-962] 

W.  R.  GRACE  &  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of  Eli¬ 
gibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjustment 
Assistance 

On  June  30,  1976  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  dated  June  15, 
1976  which  was  filed  under  Section 
221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the 
Act”)  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and 
former  workers  of  Lawrence  Maid  Foot¬ 
wear,  Lawrence,  Massachusetts,  a  divi¬ 
sion  of  W.  K.  Grace  &  Company,  New 
York,  New  York  (TA-W-962).  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Ad¬ 
justment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Inter¬ 


national  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted  an 
investigation  as  provided  in  Section 
221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative  . 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  women’s  foot¬ 
wear  produced  by  W.  R.  Grace  &  Com¬ 
pany,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  produc¬ 
tion,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision 
and  to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or 
partial  separation  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  . 
firm  or  subdivision.  The  investigation 
will  further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
determination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  II, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  not  later  than 
July  26,  1976. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  comments  regarding  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  this  investigation  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  As¬ 
sistance,  at  the  address  shown  below,  not 
later  than  July  26, 1976. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  30th 
day  of  June  1976. 

Marvin  M.  Fooks, 
Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

(FR  Doe .76-20660  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


[TA-W-808] 

W.  T.  GRANT  CO. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-808:  investigation  regarding  cer¬ 
tification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act.  • 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on 
April  23,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker 
petition  received  on  April  23,  1976  which 
was  filed  by  three  former  workers  of 
W.  T.  Grant  Company,  Matawan,  New 
Jersey,  a  division  of  W.  T.  Grant  Com¬ 


pany,  New  York,  New  York  on  behalf  of 
themselves. 

The  Notice  of  Investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
May  14,  1976  (41.  FR  20048) .  No  public 
hearing  was  requested  and  none  was  held. 
The  information  upon  which  the  deter¬ 
mination  was  made  was  obtained  prin¬ 
cipally  from  officials  of  the  W.  T.  Grant 
Company. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative 
determination  and  issue  a  certification 
of  eligibility  to  apply  for  adjustment 
assistance,  each  of  the  group  eligibility 
requirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

( 1 )  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated; 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely; 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production ;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production.  f 

The  term  “contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than 
any  other  cause. 

If  any  of  the  above  criteria  is  not 
satisfied,  a  negative  determination  must 
be  made. 

The  Department  of  Labor  has  already 
determined  that  the  performance  of 
services  is  not  included  within  the  term 
“articles”  as  used  in  Section  222(3)  of 
the  Act.  See  Notice  of  Negative  Determi¬ 
nation  in  Pan  American  World  Airways, 
Incorporated  (TA-W-153;  40  FR  54639) . 

The  Matawan,  New  Jersey  division  of 
W.  T.  Grant  Company  is  a  retail  outlet 
of  W.  T.  Grant  Company,  New  York, 
New  York.  It  performs  no  manufacturing 
or  warehousing  operations.  Clothing, 
hardware,  and  draperies  are  purchased 
from  domestic  and  foreign  sources  and 
sold  through  W.  T.  Grant  outlets.  Em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Matawan,  New  Jersey  di¬ 
vision  are  not  involved  in  the  production 
of  an  article  within  the  meaning  of  Sec¬ 
tion  222(3)  of  the  Act.  Employment  re¬ 
ductions  at  the  Matawan,  New  Jersey 
division  were  due  to  W.  T.  Grant’s  bank¬ 
ruptcy  and  eventual  shutdown  of  its 
retail  outlets. 

After  careful  review  of  the  issues,  I 
have  determined  that  services  of  the  kind 
provided  by  workers  at  the  Matawan, 
New  Jersey  division  of  the  W.  T.  Grant 
Company  are  not  “articles”  within  the 
meaning  of  Section  222(3)  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  2nd 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  D.  Hoover, 

-  Acting  Executive  Assistant 
to  the  Deputy  Under  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76  20645  Filed  7-15-76;8:45  am] 
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[TA-W-913] 

ZENITH  ELECTRONICS  CORP. 

Notice  of  Negative  Determination  Regard¬ 
ing  Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

In  accordance  with  section  223  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  the  Department  of 
Labor  herein  presents  the  results  of 
TA-W-913:  investigation  regarding  cer¬ 
tification  of  eligibility  to  apply  for  worker 
adjustment  assistance  as  prescribed  in 
section  222  of  the  Act. 

The  investigation  was  initiated  on  May 
28,  1976  in  response  to  a  worker  petition 
received  on  May  28,  1976  which  was  filed 
by  the  United  Auto  Workers  of  America 
on  behalf  of  workers  and  former  workers 
producing  color  television  picture  tubes 
at  the  Lansdale,  Pennsylvania  plant  of 
the  Zenith  Electronics  Corporation. 

The  notice  of  investigation  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June 
18, 1976  (41  FR  24804) .  No  public  hearing 
was  requested  and  none  was  held. 

The  information  upon  which  the  de¬ 
termination  was  made  was  obtained 
principally  from  officials  of  the  Zenith 
Electronics  Corporation  and  the  United 
Auto  Workers  of  America. 

In  order  to  make  an  affirmative  deter¬ 
mination  and  issue  a  certification  of  eli¬ 
gibility  to  apply  for  adjustment  assist¬ 
ance,  each  of  the  -group  eligibility  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  222  of  the  Trade 
Act  of  1974  must  be  met: 

(1)  That  a  significant  number  or  pro¬ 
portion  of  the  workers  in  the  workers’ 
firm,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof,  have  become  totally  or  partially 
separated,  or  are  threatened  to  become 
totally  or  partially  separated: 

(2)  That  sales  or  production,  or  both, 

of  such  fljm  or  subdivision  have  de¬ 
creased  absolutely:  ' 

(3)  That  articles  like  or  directly  com¬ 
petitive  with  those  produced  by  the  firm 
or  subdivision  are  being  imported  in  in¬ 
creased  quantities,  either  actual  or  rela¬ 
tive  to  domestic  production;  and 

(4)  That  such  increased  imports  have 
contributed  importantly  to  the  separa¬ 
tions,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  the  de¬ 
crease  in  sales  or  production. 

The  term  “contributed  importantly” 
means  a  cause  which  is  Important  but 
not  necessarily  more  important  than  any 
other  cause. 

Without  regard  as  to  whether  any  of 
the  other  criteria  have  been  met,  cri¬ 
terion  (1)  has  not  been  met. 

The  evidence  developed  during  the  De¬ 
partment’s  investigation  reveals  that  the 
most  recent  involuntary  total  or  partial 
separations  of  production  and  salaried 
workers  at  the  Lansdale,  Pennsylvania 
plant  of  the  Zenith  Electronics  Corpo¬ 
ration  occurred  in  the  period  from  Octo¬ 
ber  1974  through  April  1975. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  review  of  the  facts  ob¬ 
tained  in  the  investigation,  I  conclude 
that  these  separations  occurred  more 
than  one  year  from  the  date  of  the  peti¬ 
tion,  May  24,  1976,  and  do  not  meet  the 
eligibility  date  for  coverage  under  Sec¬ 
tion  223(b)  (1)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  2d 
day  of  July  1976. 

James  F.  Taylor, 

Director, 

Planning  and  Evaluation  Staff. 
[FR  Doc.76-20649  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH, 
SUBGROUPS  ON  STANDARDS  AND 
POLICY  AND  ISSUES 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Subgroups  on  Standards  and  Policy 
and  Issues,  National  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  (NACOSH) ,  will  meet  on  July  22, 
1976  in  Room  S-5215,  Department  of 
Labor  Building,  Third  Street  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210. 

The  National  Advisory  Committee  was 
established  under  section  7(a)  of  the 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Act  of 
1970  to  advise  the  Secretary  of  Labor  and 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  on  matters  relating  to  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Act. 

The  meeting  will  begin  at  9  am.  The 
public  is  invited  to  attend.  The  Sub¬ 
groups  will  discuss  methods  to  revise  and 
update  OSHA  consensus  safety  stand¬ 
ards  that  primarily  were  adopted  under 
Section  6(a)  of  the  Act  in  the  first  two 
years  of  the  agency’s  existence.  In  par¬ 
ticular,  the  Subgroups  will  discuss  the  or¬ 
ganization  and  work  plan  of  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Task  Force  on  Improving  OSHA 
Regulations  which  will  assist  OSHA  in 
accelerating  the  program  to  simplify  and 
clarify  its  safety  standards.  The  issue  of 
the  best  method  to  revise  safety  stand¬ 
ards  follows-up  and  expands  on  previous 
discussions  of  the  Subgroup  on  Stand¬ 
ards  in  early  1976. 

If  time  permits,  the  Subgroups  also 
will  continue  their  discussion  of  infla¬ 
tionary  impact  assessment  of  OSHA 
standards. 

For  additional  information  on  the 
Subgroups’  agenda,  please  contact: 

Nancy  L.  Hucke,  National  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Occupational  Safety  and  Health, 
Department  of  Labor -OSHA,  Committee 
Management  Office,  Room  N-3635,  Third 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20210,  Phone:  (202) 
523-8024. 

Any  written  data  or  views  concerning 
this  agenda  item  or  suggestions  for  fu¬ 
ture  agenda  items  which  are  received  by 
the  Committee  Management  Office  be¬ 
fore  the  meeting,  preferably  with  20  cop¬ 
ies,  will  be  presented  to  the  Subgroups 
and  Included  in  the  official  record  of  the 
meeting. 

Anyone  wishing  to  request  an  oral 
presentation  should  notify  the  Commit¬ 
tee  Management  Office  before  the  meet¬ 
ing.  The  request  should  state  the  amount 
of  time  desired,  the  capacity  in  which  the 
person  will  appear,  and  a  brief  outline  of 
the  content  of  the  presentation.  Oral 
presentations  will  be  scheduled  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Subgroups’  Chairmen, 


depending  on  the  extent  to  which  time 
permits. 

Official  records  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
above  address. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C. 

-  Joanne  L.  Goodell, 

Executive  Secretary. 

Note. — This  document  was  originally  pub¬ 
lished  at  41  FR  27881,  July  7,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-19617  Filed  7-6-76;8:45  am] 


Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND  HEALTH 

*  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Council  on  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health,  established  under 
Section  3(a)  of  Executive  Order  11612 
of  July  26,  1971  and  continued  under  4 
(a)  of  Executive  Order  11807  of  Sep¬ 
tember  28, 1974,  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health  Programs  for  Federal  Employees, 
will  meet  on  Wednesday,  July  21,  start¬ 
ing  at  9:30  a.m.,  in  Room  S5215  ABC, 
New  Department  of  Labor  Building, 
Third  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  The  meeting  will 
be  open  to  the  public. 

The  agenda  provides  for: 

I.  Proposed  addition  to  29  CFR  Part  1960, 
review  approval  of  draft  proposing  a  new 
subpart'  on  Program  Evaluation  Criteria. 

II.  Proposed  expansion  to  29  CFR  Part 
1960,  review  and  approval  of  draft  expand¬ 
ing  subpart  F — Field  Federal  Safety  and 
Health  Councils. 

III.  Reports.  A.  Committee  to  review 
House  Report  (January  26,  1976)  on  Safety 
in  the  Federal  Workplace. 

B.  Proposed  Amendments  to  29  CFR  Part 
1960  adding  |  1960.20 — Agency  Safety  and 
Health  Training  Guidelines.  Published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  June  11,  1976.  (41  FR 
23722) 

C.  Final  report  on  Calendar  year  1976 
Regional  Federal  Safety  and  Health  Confer¬ 
ences. 

The  Council  welcomes  written  data, 
views  or  comments  concerning  safety 
and  health  programs  for  Federal  em¬ 
ployees,  including  comments  on  the 
agenda  items.  All  such  submissions, 
together  with  20  copies  thereof,  received 
by  the  close  of  business  July  19  will  be 
provided  to  members  of  the  Council  and 
included  in  the  record  of  the  meeting. 

The  Council  will  consider  oral  presen¬ 
tations  related  to  agenda  items.  Per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  orally  address  the  Coun¬ 
cil  at  the  meeting  should  submit  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  to  be.  heard,  together  with 
20  copies  thereof  by  the  close  of  business 
July  16.  The  request  must  include  the 
name  and  address  of  the  person  wishing 
to  appear,  the  capacity  in  which  appear¬ 
ance  will  be  made,  a  short  summary  of 
the  intended  presentation  and  an  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  amount  of  time  needed. 

All  communications  regarding  this  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  should  be  addressed  to 
Mr.  Walter  J.  Mason,  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor,  FACOSH,  Room  N3673,  Department 
of  Labor,  OSHA,  Third  Street  and  Con- 
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stitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210,  telephone  (202)  523-7125. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  2nd 
day  of  July  1976. 

Morton  Corn, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

Note. — This  document  was  originally  pub¬ 
lished  at  41  FR  27881,  July  7,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-19585  Filed  7-6-76; 8:45  am] 


Office  of  Federal  Contract  Compliance 
Programs 

FEDERAL  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  FOR 

HIGHER  EDUCATION  EQUAL  EMPLOY¬ 
MENT  OPPORTUNITY  PROGRAMS 

Meeting 

On  January  28,  1976,  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  announced  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  (41  FR  4081)  the  establishment  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  for 
Higher  Education  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Programs.  Meetings  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  were  held  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  27,  April  28,  May  27,  and  June  11, 
1976. 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I,  Supp.  II, 
1972),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
fifth  meeting  of  the  above  Committee  has 
been  scheduled  for  10:00  a.m.  on  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1976,  in  Room  S-4215,  New  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor  Building,  200  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20210. 

The  Agenda  for  the  August  2  meeting 
calls  for  general  discussion  of  the  items 
listed  below,  and  for  the  establishment  of 
procedures  for  their  further  study : 

1.  Discussion  of  options  for  revision  of 
enforcement  procedures  under  Executive 
Order  11246. 

2.  Discussion  of  options  regarding  use 
of  graduated  sanctions  under  Executive 
Order  11246,  as  amended. 

3.  Revised  Order  No.  4  (41  CFR  Part 
60-2) ,  on  written  affirmative  action  pro¬ 
grams,  and  the  Format  for  Development 
of  an  Affirmative  Action  Program  by  In¬ 
stitutions  of  Higher  Education,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  August  25, 
1975  (40  FR  37064). 

4.  Discussion  of  proposals  for  increas¬ 
ing  the  supply  of  minorities  and  women 
for  faculty  employment. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  wishing  to  file  docu¬ 
ments  or  other  material  with  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  its  consideration  may  do  so  by 
sending  them  to  the  Committee’s  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary : 

Mr.  Leonard  J.  Biermann,  Executive 
Secretary,  Office  of  Federal  Contract 
Compliance  Programs,  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  for  Higher  Education  Equal 
Opportunity  Programs,  New  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  Building,  Room  N- 
3424,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  14th 
day  of  July,  1976. 

Leonard  J.  Biermann, 
Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-20845  Filed  7-16-76;8:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  93] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

July  13,  1976. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 

MC  124090  (Sub-No.  5),  Transports  Azteca, 
now  assigned  October  4,  1976,  at  Dallas, 
Tex.,  is  canceled  and  reassigned  for  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1976,  at  Chicago,  Ill.  (l  week).  In  a 
bearing  room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  100449  (Sub  62),  Mallinger  Truck  Line, 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  October  4,  1976 
(2  days),  at  Dallas,  Texas  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

MC  116007  (Sub  370),  Robertson  Tank  Lines, 
Inc.  now  being  assigned  October  6,  1976 
(3  days),  at  Dallas,  Texas  in  a  hearing 
room  to  be  later  designated. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.76-20622  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


(Section  5a  Application  No.  114] 

MIDWEST  HOUSEHOLD  GOODS  CARRIERS 
Agreement 

July  9,  1976. 

The  Commission  is  in  receipt  of  the 
above-entitled  and  numbered  applica¬ 
tion  for  approval  of  an  agreement  under 
the  provisions  of  Section  5a  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act. 

Filed,  as  amended,  July  9,  1976  by:  Reggy 
Gray,  ( Attorney-ln-Fact) ,  Midwest  House¬ 
hold  Goods  Carriers  Association,  106  Blxler 
Building,  2400  Northwest  23rd  Street,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  OK  73107.  Rufus  H.  Lawson,  (At¬ 
torney  for  Applicants),  106  Blxler  Building, 
2400  Northwest  23rd  Street,  Oklahoma  City, 
OK  73107. 

Agreement  Involves :  Organization, 
practices  and  procedures  between  and 
among  motor  common  carrier  members 
of  Midwest  Household  Goods  Carriers 
Association  for  the  joint  consideration, 
initiation  or  establishment  of  rates, 
rules,  regulations  or  practices  govern¬ 
ing.  the  transportation  of  household 
goods  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
between  points  in  the  United  States. 

The  complete  application  may  be  in¬ 
spected  at  the  Office  of  the  Commission 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

Any  interested  person  desiring  to  pro¬ 
test  and  participate  in  this  proceeding 
shall  notify  the  Commission  in  writing 
on  or  before  August  16,  1976.  As  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  general  rules  of  practice  of 
the  Commission,  persons  other  than  ap¬ 


plicants  should  fully  disclose  their  in¬ 
terest  and  the  position  they  intend  to 
take  with  respect  to  the  application. 
Otherwise,  the  Commission,  in  its  dis¬ 
cretion,  may  proceed  to  investigate  and 
determine  the  matters  involved  in  such 
application,  without  further  or  formal 
hearing. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-20621  Filed  7-15-76:8:45  am] 


FINANCE  APPLICATIONS 
Miscellaneous  Notice 

July  16,  1976. 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  of  rail  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2)  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rules  240(c) 
or  240(d)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  §  1100.240) 
and  shall  include  a  concise  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding. 
A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no-  representative 
is  named. 

No.  MC-F-12882.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  BRIGGS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  2360  West 
County  Road  C,  St.  Paul,  MN  55113,  of 
the  operating  rights  and  property  of  I  & 
S  McDANIEL  INC.,  1102  Prairie  Street. 
P.O.  Box  728,  Vincennes.  IN.,  47591,  and 
for  acquisition  by  MICHAEL  P.  WAR- 
DELL,  2360  West  County  Road  C,  St. 
Paul,  MN.,  55113  and  by  GEORGE  E. 
BRIGGS,  P.O.  Box  906,  Eau  Claire,  WI., 
54701,  of  control  of  such  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  through  the  transaction.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorneys:  Carl  L.  Steiner  and  Ed¬ 
ward  G.  Bazelon,  Axelrod,  Goodman, 
Steiner  &  Bazelon,  39  S.  LaSalle  Street, 
Chicago,  IL.t  60603  and  Winston  W. 
Hurd,  2560  W.  County  Road  C,  St.  Paul, 
MN.,  55113.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  controlled  and  merged:  General  com¬ 
modities  as  a  common  carrier  over  regu¬ 
lar  routes  between  Paoli,  Ind.,  and  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio;  between  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  and  Huntingburg,  Ind.,  between 
Switz  City,  Ind.,  and  Vincennes,  Ind., 
between  Junction  Indiana  Highway  45 
and  Indiana  Highway  56,  and  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.,  between  Washington,  Ind., 
and  Jasper,  Ind.,  between  Huntingburg, 
Ind.,  and  Evansville,  Ind.,  between  Vin¬ 
cennes,  Ind.,  and  Lawrenceville,  Ill.  Serv¬ 
ice  is  authorized  to  and  from  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  on  the  above-specified 
routes;  between  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and 
Evansville,  Ind.;  General  commodities, 
except  those  of  unusual  value,  and  ex¬ 
cept  dangerous  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
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Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk,  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment, 
and  those  injurious  or  contaminating  to 
other  lading,  between  Terre  Haute,  Ind., 
and  Freedom,  Ind.,  between  Worthing¬ 
ton,  Ind.,  and  Hubbell,  Ind.  Service  is 
authorized  to  and  from  all  intermediate 
points. 

Commodities  generally,  between 
Princeton,  Ind.,  and  junction  Indiana 
Highways  67  and  58  and  Freelandville. 
Ind.,  between  junction  Indiana  Highway 
56  and  unnumbered  highway  and  Du¬ 
bois,  Ind.,  between  junction  Indiana 
Highways  37  and  39  and  junction  Indi¬ 
ana  Highways  39  and  67;  between  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  50  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  1  and  Milan,  Ind.,  all  intermediate 
points  on  the  above-specified  routes. 
General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value,  and  except  dangerous  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  in 
Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  over  regular 
routes,  between  Odon  and  Brownstown, 
Ind.,  between  Bloomington  and  Loogoo- 
tee,  Ind.,  between  Bloomfield,  Ind.,  and 
the  junction  of  Indiana  Highways  54  and 
87;  between  Elnora,  Ind.,  and  the  Junc¬ 
tion  of  Indiana  Highways  58  and  67; 
General  commodities,  except  articles  of 
unusual  value,  and  except  dangerous  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  in 
Practices  of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  over  a  regular  route, 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  between  Oakland  City, 
Ind.,  and  junction  Indiana  Highway  57 
and  U.S.  Highway  41,  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  except  those  of  unusual  value,  and 
except  dangerous  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of  Motor 
Common  Carriers  of  Household  Goods, 
17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  over 
regular  routes.  Service  is  authorized  to 
and  from  the  following  intermediate  or 
off  route  points  in  connection  with  said 
carrier’s  presently  authorized  regular 
route  operations. 

(a)  All  points  in  Marion  County,  Ind.; 
St.  Mary’s  of  the  Woods,  West  Terre 
Haute,  and  Hulman  Air  Field  in  Vigo 
County,  Ind.;  points  in  Indiana  within 
five  miles  of  Evansville,  Ind.;  points 
within  five  miles  of  Cincinnati  in  Hamil¬ 
ton  County,  Ohio;  and  (b)  points  with¬ 
in  five  miles  of  the  following  cities,  Mar¬ 
tinsville,  Bloomington,  Bedford,  Paoli, 
Linton,  Bicknell,  Washington,  Vincennes, 
within  Indiana,  Oakland  City  (except 
that  portion  of  the  area  encompassed  by 
the  radius  from  Winslow),  Winslow  (ex¬ 
cept  that  portion  encompassed  by  the 
radius  from  Oakland  City  and  from  Pe¬ 
tersburg),  Petersburg  (except  that  por¬ 
tion  encompassed  by  the  radius  from 
Winslow),  Princeton,  Boonville,  Bloom¬ 
field  (Greene  County),  Seymour,  Law- 
renceburg,  Jasper  (except  that  portion 
of  the  area  encompassed  by  the  radius 
from  Huntingburg) ,  and  Huntingburg 
(except  that  portion  encompassed  by  the 


radius  from  Jasper)  in  Indiana,  be¬ 
tween  Vincennes,  Ind.,  and  Washing¬ 
ton,  Ind.,  (as  an  alternate  route  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only  in  connection 
with  said  carrier’s  otherwise  authorized 
regular  route  operations) ;  between  Loo- 
gootee,  Ind.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50  and  Indiana  Highway  37;  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  over  alter¬ 
nate  routes  for  operating  convenience 
only,  subject  to  the  restriction  that  no 
service  is  to  be  rendered  over  these 
routes  in  connection  with  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  traffic  moving  between  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.,  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  or 
Louisville,  Ky.f  and  points  beyond,  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  41  and 
Indiana  Highway  54,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Linton,  Ind.;  between 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Seymour,  Ind.;  between 
junction  U.S.  Highway  31A  at  or  near 
Columbus,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  junction  U.S.  Highway  31 
and  U.S.  Highway  50  at  or  near  Seymour, 
Ind. ;  between  junction  Indiana  Highway 
7  and  U.S.  Highway  31A  at  or  near  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  junction  Indiana  Highway  7 
and  U.S.  Highway  50  at  or  near  North 
Vernon,  Ind. 

General  Commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value,  and  except  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
Serving  the  site  of  the  Southern  Indiana 
Gas  and  Electric  Company  plant  located 
on  the  Ohio  River  near  Yankeetown, 
Ind.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  authorized  regular 
route  operations  to  and  from  Evansville, 
Ind.  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value  Class  AA  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment; 
between  junction  U.S.  Highway  50  and 
U.S.  Highway  150  at  or  near  Shoals,  Ind., 
and  junction  U.S.  Highway  150  and 
Indiana  Highway  56  at  or  near  Prospect, 
Ind.,  serving  all  intermediate  points;  Al¬ 
ternate  or  connecting  routes  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only;  General  com¬ 
modities,  except  those  of  usual  value,  and 
except  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  junction  U.S. 
Highway  50  and  Indiana  Highway  60  at 
or  near  Huron,  Ind.,  and  Junction  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  60  and  Indiana  Highway 
37,  at  or  near  Mitchell,  Ind.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points;  between  Junction 
Indiana  Highway  157  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  45  at  or  near  Scotland,  Ind.,  and 
junction  Indiana  Highway  157  and  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  54  at  or  near  Bloomfield, 
Ind.,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 
General  commodities,  between  junction 
Indiana  Highway  54  at  or  near  Washing¬ 
ton,  Ind.,  serving  no  intermediate  points 
between  junction  Indiana  Highway  56 
and  Indiana  Highway  61  over  Indiana 


Highway  61  at  or  near  Campbelltown, 
Ind.,  and  junction  Highway  61  and  In¬ 
diana  Highway  62  at  or  near  Boonville, 
Ind.,  serving  no  intermediate  points;  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  50  and 
Indiana  Highway  60  at  or  near  Huron. 
Ind.,  and  junction  Indiana  Highway  60 
and  Indiana  Highway  37  at  or  near  Mit¬ 
chell,  Ind.,  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  between  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  157  and  Indiana  Highway  45  at  or 
near  Scotland,  Ind.,  and  junction  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  157  and  Indiana  Highway 
54  at  or  near  Bloomfield,  Ind.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  50  and  U.S.  Highway  31 
near  Seymour,  Ind.,  and  Junction  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  56  and  Indiana  Highway 
135  at  or  near  Salem,  Ind.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  between  junction 
Indiana  Highway  59  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  246  at  or  near  Clay  City,  Ind.,  and 
junction  Indiana  Highway  59  and  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  67  at  or  near  Sanborn,  Ind  . 
serving  no  intermediate  points. 

General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  Serving 
Huron,  Ind.,  as  an  intermediate  point 
on  carrier’s  regular  route  between  Loo- 
gootee,  Ind.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50  and  Indiana  Highway  37.  Serving  the 
plant  site  of  the  U.S.  Gypsum  Company, 
near  Shoals,  Ind.,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular  route 
operations  in  Indiana.  General  Com¬ 
modities,  serving  the  site  of  the  Warrick 
Works  of  the  Aluminum  Company  of 
America,  plant,  located  near  Newburgh, 
Warrick  County.  Ind.,  as  on  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  to  and 
from  Evansville,  Ind.,  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  62  and  U.S.  Highway  41,  General 
commodities.  Serving  the  sites  of  the 
Indiana  Michigan  Electric  Company  and 
the  Ayrshire  Collieries  Corporation,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Curry  Township,  Sullivan 
County,  Ind.,  as  off -route  points  in  con¬ 
nection  with  carrier’s  authorized  regu¬ 
lar-route  operations  over  U.S.  Highway 
41  between  Evansville,  Ind.,  and  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment,  and  those  injurious  or  con¬ 
taminating  to  other  lading,  between 
junction  Indiana  Highway  46  and  Indi¬ 
ana  Highway  59,  and  Bloomington,  Ind., 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  regular  route  operations,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  General  com¬ 
modities,  except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment  between  Salem,  Ind., 
and  Borden,  Ind.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points;  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, ' 
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between  Jasper,  Ind.,  and  Celestine,  Ind., 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  between 
Huntingburg,  Ind.,  and  junction  Indiana 
Highways  257  and  56,  serving  the  inter¬ 
mediate  point  of  Velpen,  Ind. 

General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  between 
Mitchell,  Ind.,  and  junction  Indiana 
Highway  60  and  Indiana  Highway  56 
near  Salem,  Ind.,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only,  serving 
no  intermediate  points;  General  com¬ 
modities,  except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  Paoli,  Ind., 
and  English,  Ind.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  General  commodities,  between 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50  and  Indiana 
Highway  235,  and  junction  Indiana 
Highway  135  and  Indian  Highway  235, 
serving  the  intermediate  point  of  Medora, 
Ind.,  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
serving  the  facilities  of  the  New  York 
Central  Railroad,  know  as  the  Big  Pour 
Yards,  located  generally  in  the  territory 
east  of  Indiana  Highway  40,  in  Hendricks 
County,  Ind.,  as  an  off-route  point,  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized  reg¬ 
ular-route  operations  to  and  from  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.  with  restriction.  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lading, 
between  English,  Ind.,  and  Louisville,  Ky., 
serving  the  intermediate  points  of 
Temple  and  Marengo,  Ind.;  from  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  to  Milltown,  Ind.,  serving  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off-route  points  within  5 
miles  of  Milltown  for  delivery  only;  Live¬ 
stock,  from  Milltown,  Ind.,  to  Louisville, 
Ky.,  serving  intermediate  and  off -route 
points  within  5  miles  of  Milltown  for 
pickup  only;  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
Service  is  authorized  to  and  from  points 
within  10  miles  of  Crawfordsville,  La- 
Payette,  and  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  and  those 
in  Marion  County,  Ind.,  as  intermediate 
or  off -route  points  in  connection  with 
carriers  regular-route  operations  au¬ 
thorized  herein. 

General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
livestock,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  and 
those  injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading,  Service  is  authorized  to  and  from 
points  within  5  miles  of  Danville,  HI.,  as 
off-route  points  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  regular-route  operations  to  and 
from  Danville  authorized  herein  General 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 


value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  between  Terre  Haute, 
Ind.,  and  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  between 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  Danville,  HI., be¬ 
tween  points  in  Ind.,  Between  James¬ 
town,  Ind.,  and  Dover,  Ind.,  between 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  and  Fairbanks,  Ind. 
Alternate  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
between  junction  Indiana  Highway  63 
and  234  at  or  near  Cayuga,  Ind.,  and 
junction  Indiana  Highway  63  and  U.S. 
Highway  136  (formerly  Indiana  Highway 
34) ,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular- 
route  operations  authorized  herein:  be¬ 
tween  Morton,  Ind.,  and  Rockville,  Ind., 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular  route 
operations  authorized  herein,  between 
Groveland,  Ind.,  and  New  Winchester, 
Ind.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular- 
route  operations  authorized  herein:  be¬ 
tween  Crawfordsville,  Ind.,  and  junction 
Indiana  Highway  43  and  U.S.  Highway 
40,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular- 
route  operations  authorized  herein;  be¬ 
tween  Brazil,  Ind.,  and  junction  Indiana 
Highway  59  and  U.S.  Highway  36,  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  regular-route 
operations  authorized  herein:  between 
New  Winchester,  Ind.,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40  and  Indiana  75,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions  authorized  herein;  between  Liz  ton, 
Ind.,  and  Junction  Indiana  Highway  236 
(formerly  Indiana  Highway  136)  and 
Indiana  Highway  39.  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular-route  operations  au¬ 
thorized  herein. 

Alternate  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
between  Paoli,  Ind.,  and  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  150  and  Indiana  Highway  66,  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points;  between  Salem,  Ind., 
and  junction  U.S.  Highway  150  and  In¬ 
diana  Highway  135,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
between  Huntingburg,  Ind.,  and  English, 
Ind.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  author¬ 
ized  regular-route  operations  serving  no 
Intermediate  points;  between  Washing¬ 
ton,  Ind.,  and  junction  Indiana  Highways 
257  and  56,  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
authorized  regular-route  operations, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  between 
Oakland  City,  Ind.,  and  junction  Indiana 
Highways  257  and  64,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions,  serving  no  Intermediate  points, 
between  junction  U.S.  Highways  40  and 
231  and  junction  U.S.  Highway  231  and 
Indiana  Highway  67,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  authorized  regular-route  opera¬ 
tions,  serving  no  intermediate  points; 
General  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 


household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment.  Serving  the 
plant  site  of  the  Ford  Motor  Company, 
at  the  intersection  of  Westport  Road  and 
Murphy  Lane,  Jefferson  County,  near 
Louisville,  Ky.,  as  an  off -route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
regular-route  operations  to  and  from 
Louisville,  Ky. 

General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Lafayette,  Ind., 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and  the 
off-route  points  of  Lowell,  Oxford,  and 
Belshaw,  Ind.,  those  within  5  miles  of 
Lafayette,  and  those  within  the  Chicago, 
HI.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  Chicago,  Ill.,  and 
junction  U.S.  Highway  30  and  41,  serving 
points  in  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  Commercial 
Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  as 
intermediate  and  off-route  points;  be¬ 
tween  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highway  30  and  Illinois  Highway  394 
(formerly  U.S.  Highway  30A),  serving 
points  in  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  Commercial 
Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  as 
intermediate  and  off -route  points;  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highways  30  and  41, 
and  Fowler,  Ind.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points,  and  the  off -route  points  of 
Lochiel,  Wadena,  and  Barce,  Ind.,  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  30  and 
Indiana  Highway  55,  and  Remington, 
Ind.,  serving  all  intermediate  points,  and 
the  off -route  point  of  Kniman,  Ind.;  be¬ 
tween  Wolcott,  Ind.,  and  Montmorcenci, 
Ind.,  serving  all  intermediate  points,  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  41  and  In¬ 
diana  Highway  8,  and  Crown  Point,  Ind., 
serving  no  intermediate  points;  between 
junction  U.S.  Highway  41  and  Indiana 
Highway  2,  and  junction  Indiana  High¬ 
way  2  and  Indiana  Highway  53  (U.S. 
Highway  231),  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  between  junction  U.S.  Highway 
41  and  Indiana  Highway  10,  and  junction 
Indiana  Highway  10  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  53  (U.S.  Highway  231),  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  between  junction 
Indiana  Highway  10  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  53  (U.S.  Highway  231),  and  Lafay¬ 
ette,  Ind.,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  the  off -route  points  of  San  Pierre, 
Tefft,  Wheatfield,  and  Kersey,  Ind.,  be¬ 
tween  Enos,  Ind.,  and  junction  Indiana 
Highway  14  and  Indiana  Highway  43 
(U.S.  Highway  421),  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  the  off-route  of  New- 
land,  Ind.,  between  Wheatfield,  Ind.,  and 
Lewiston,  Ind.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  between  Morocco,  Ind.,  and  junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  43  (U.S.  Highway 
421)  and  Indiana  Highway  114,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  between  junction 
U.S.  Highway  41  and  Indiana  Highway 
16,  and  Monon,  Ind.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  between  Kentland,  Ind., 
and  Lafayette,  Ind.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  the  off-route  point 
of  Yeoman,  Ind.;  between  Fowler,  Ind., 
and  junction  Indiana  Highways  18  and 
39,  serving  all  intermediate  points;  be¬ 
tween  junction  Indiana  Highway  43  (U.S. 
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Highway  421)  and  Indiana  Highway  225, 
and  junction  Indiana  Highways  25  and 
225,  serving  all  intermediate  points;  be¬ 
tween  Hammond,  Ind.,  and  junction  U.S. 
Highways  41  and  6  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  152,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 

Alternate  route  for  operating  conveni¬ 
ence  only:  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value  classes  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  Louisville, 
Ky.,  in  connection  with  carrier's  author¬ 
ized  regular-route  operations  between 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  Louisville,  Ky., 
General  commodities,  except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  serving  the 
plant  site  of  the  Gibson  County  Generat¬ 


ing  Plant  in  Gibson  County,  Ind..  as  an 
offroute  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations.  Alter¬ 
nate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only :  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value  classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  opei*ations,  serv  ¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points.  Household 
goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  irregular  routes  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Newton,  Jasper,  Pulaski, 
Starke,  White,  Benton,  Tippecanoe,  and 
Carroll  Counties,  Ind.,  those  in  that  part 
of  Porter  County,  Ind.,  on  and  west  of 
Indiana  Highway  53  (U.S.  Highway  231) , 
and  those  in  that  part  of  Lake  County, 
Ind.,  on,  south  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 


ning  at  the  Illinois-Indiana  State  line 
and  extending  eastward  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  30  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  53 
(U.S.  Highway  231),  and  thence  south¬ 
wardly  along  Indiana  Highway  53  (U.S. 
Highway  231)  to  the  lake  County  Jasper 
County  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Illinois.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  Wisconsin, 
and  Wyoming.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b). 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 
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